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LONDON, JANUARY 2, 1869. 
——»—_- 

faz YEAR 1868 has presented us with 123 public 
meral Acts, as its contribution to the statute roll. We 
ye already, in our last volume, commented on the new 
tutes, and shall now confine ourselves to merely 
merating those which merit notice in a retrospective 
wiow of theyear. Cap. 11 rectified a blunder in the Chan- 
y Dispatch of Business Act of the previous session, by 
idding a single Lord Justice to rehear decrees made 
motion. Ireland has no divorce court, and cap. 20 gives 
the Irish Probate Court a jurisdiction precisely similar 
that bestowed on the English Divorce Court by 
6 Legitimaey Declaration Aet of 1858; while cap. 
has amended the law as to divorce appeals in 
foglanc. Cap. 24 has abolished public execu- 
ions. Cap. 37 has simplified the proof of public 
uments when putin evidence. Cap. 40 aims at re- 
Moving certain difficulties arising in partition suits. 
ap. 54 provides a machinery for enforcing English, 
Mrish, or Scotch judgments or decreets respectively in 
@# parts of the United Kingdom. Cap. 68, which seems 
tended as a feeler or temporary measure, aims at assist- 
Ming liquidation in bankruptcy and winding-up, by fa- 
@ilitating distribution in specie and foreclosure. Cap. 71 
es the stride of conferring admiralty jurisdiction on 
rtain county courts. Cap. 72 diminishes the require- 
nts of the law as to promissory oaths, Cap. 73 re- 
es the Parliamentary franchise to Revenue employés. 
, 76, following the lead of the Bills of Lading Act 
of the Policies of Assurance Act of 1867, renders ma- 
fine policies effectively assignable. Cap. 104, the Bank- 
Muptcy Act, 1868, is one of the most important Acts of 
‘Bhe year, being aimed at fraudulent composition deeds; 
the reader may perhaps remember the rush of deeds 
ch took place just before it came into operation, and 
| the subsequent falling off in their number. Cap. 107 
| @ads the compulsory payment of Church-rates for merely 
 @elesiastical purposes, except where levied in support 
| Of a security on the rates, or, by local Act, in lieu of 
@; aud cap. 117 does what hitherto could be done 
y by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners—viz., turns 
ty full incumbent, other than a rector, into the 
ne and style of a vicar. Cap. 110 empowers the 
Postmaster-General to buy and work all the tele- 
° aren Cap. 116 makes an excellent amendment 
“im the law of larceny and embezzlement, by extend- 
it to a partner appropriating from the co-part- 
Bru concern. Besides these we have the Railways 


tension of Time Act and Regulation Act, and two Poor 

w Amendment Acts, the Boundary Act, to settle the 

~ boundaries of Parliamentary constituencies, the Irish and 
_ Reotch Reform Acts, and the new Parliamentary Registra- 
2 Act, which latter should, and probably will, receive 
some amendments. Finally, as the mostimportant change of 

- all,we havethe Election Petitionsor “ Bribery” Act, which 
- ‘Wansfers the jurisdiction over election petitions from the 
914 committees to judges of the Common Pleas, and which, 
though heartily to be weloomed, will not quite suppress 
electoral corruption. This, then, is a summary of the 
Principal changes which 1868 has made in our statute 
law. We cannot say that we have discerned any im- 





provement in the average drafting or the verbiage of 
the statutes, but as a set-off to this we will rejoice in the - 
hope that something will come of Mr. Shaw Lefevre’s 
suggestion of omitting from the public statute volumes 
the “ Public Local ” and “ Hybrid” Acts. Of measures 
dropped in Parliament, and which will probably re- 
appear, we may instance as important, Mr. Shaw Lefevre’s 
Married Women’s Property Bill, and that of the Earl of 
Lichfield to amend the Law of Friendly Societies. As 
to the iabours of the Royal and Parliamentary Com mis- 
sions, the Judicature Commission, the most important of 
all, has not yet reported. In addition to this we have 
had commissions appointed to inquire into the Scotch 
legal system, and the naturalisation aud neutrality laws, 
while the report of the digest of law commissioners and 
their scheme resulted in a species of competition among 
the junior Bar by the compilation of specimens of 
specimen digests, and the selection by the commissioners 
of the three gentlemen who are now engaged on Mortgage, 
Bills of Exchange and Easements. 

Turning from the Legislature and the statute-book to 
the courts and the legal profession, the past year has 
brought with it very many judicial changes. The veteran 
Lord Brougham is gone, and with him we have lost 
Lord Cranworth, Lord Wensleydale, Justice Shee, also 
Lord Curriehill; Mr. Commissioner Goulburn has been 
succeeded in the Bankruptcy Court by Mr. Bacon, Qc.,; 
and we have also lost Mr. Edward James, Q.C., and Mr. 
Bullen, the eminent pleader, and tutor of almost all the 
younger portion of the junior Common Law Bar. In 
France, too, the veteran Berryer died lately, and, by ex- 
press invitation on behalf of the Paris Bar, his funeral 
was attended by representatives of the English Bar, Of 
judicial appointments we have those of Lord Cairns to the 
Lord Chancellorship, of Lord Justices Selwyn and Gif- 
fard, of Vice-Chancellor James, Justice Hannen, the three 
judges appointed under the Bribery Act, viz., Sir A. 
Cleasby, Sir W. B. Brett, and Sir G. Hayes,—the appoint- 
ment of Mr, Justice O’Hagan to the Lord Uhancellorsh’p 
of Ireland, and lastly, the elevation, in which the whole 
profession will rejoice, of Vice-Chancellor Wood, as Lord 
Hatherley, to the woolsack. 

Of judicial decisions;—the House of Lords gave an im- 
portant judgment in Low v. Routledge (16 W. R. 1081), 
on copyright as affecting aliens; while in Grissell v. 
Bristowe (17 W. R. 123) and Coles v. Bristowe (id. 105) 
the Exchequer Chamber and the Court of Appeal in 
Chancery pronounced almost simultaneously upon the 
much-vexed liability of the stock-jobbers. The Ex- 
chequer Chamber have also reversed the ruling of the 
Exchequer as to infants’ necessaries, in Ryder v. Womb- 
well (17 W. R. 167). In Langton v. Waite (16 W. R, 
508), Vice-Chancellor Malins gave an important deci- 
sion on stock mortgages, and in Lloyd v. Banks (ibd. 
988) Lord Cairns finally settled the law of putative 
notice in cases of incumbrances made by a cestui que trust. 
In Re Overend, Gurney, 5 Co., Ee parte Swann (ib. 560) 
Vice-Chancellor Malins decided a point singularly bare 
of authority on payment of a bill of exchange, “ supra 
protest.” Vice-Chancellor Giffard, in Guest v. The Cow- 
bridge Railway Company (17 W. R. 7), illustrated the 
inconvenient operation of the Registration of Judgments 
Acts, and in Lyon v. Home (ib. 824) applied the equity 
rules as to undue influence to the case of a spiritualist 
medium and an eccentric old lady. Finally, the Court 
of Common Pleas negatived the claims of certain ladies 
to the parliamentary franchise ; and the decision of the 
Privy Council in the St. Alban’s case is fresh in the re- 
collection of everyone. In several cases the Equity 
Courts have ordered a sale of railway land where the line 
was actually working, on account of unpaid purchase~ 
money. And we must not forget the credit due to Loré 
Cairns for clearing off all arrears of Chancery appeals 
before the Long Vacation. 

During the year a speech of Mr. Justice Hannen, at 
the dinner of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Society, again re- 
vived an old discussion as to the propriety of amalgama- 
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ting the two branches of the profession ; from this topic 
the public attention has been diverted to the present 
system of Bar Education, a subject which ere long will 
very probably engross still more attention, and we hope 
to some purpose. The general election has given rise 
to some seventy or eighty petitions, on which the new 
tribunal will try its powers; and the disestablishment of 
the Irish Church remains over for the new year. Having 
thus run, though very briefly, through the principal 
legal incidents of 1868, we wish our readers and the 
profession a happy new year. 





THE Hvuvuse oF Lorps is the ultimate Court of 
Appeal in all causes both at law and in equity 
arising in England and Ireland, and in all Scotch 
cases. It is not too much, therefore, to expect that 
the House should be so constituted as to combine 
a thorough mastery of and familiarity with all these 
systems of law. But is the house so constituted at 
present? In equity it is so strong as to leave nothing 
to be desired. Lord Hatherley, Lord Westbury, and 
Lord Cairns form a tribunal of very exceptional efficiency. 
The necessity of a special knowledge of Scotch law and 
Scotch practice has been already recognised; and an 
eminent Scotch lawyer has been added to the House of 
Lords in the person of Lord Colonsay. But, though probably 
something like half the business of the: tribunal is to 
hear common law appeals, there is not a single member 
of the house who has ever sat as a common law judge. 
And there is only one who has ever practised in the com- 
mon law courts. That oneis Lord Chelmsford; and with 
all our respect for Lord Chelmsford it would be absurd 
to suppose that he is a lawyer of such extent of learning 
or strength of judgment as alone sufficiently to re- 
present the common law in the great court of appeal. 
His conscientious diligence and sound common sense are 
of great value in co-operation with other qualities in 
which other men are stronger ; but as the only common 
lawyer in the house, with none but equity judges as his 
colleagues, he is not adequately supported. We trust 
that the Government will give their early attention to 
this subject, and that the common law element in the 
House of Iiords will be reinforced by the addition of some 
of the eminent common lawyers who sit, or have sat on 
the common law bench, or who are still at the bar, but 
might perhaps be induced to accept the ease and 
dignity of the House of Lords in exchange for the hard- 
earned profits of professional practice. There are men 
in each of these classes whom the unanimous voice of 
the profession would at once select for the House of Lords, 
and who would probably not be unwilling to serve their 
country in so honourable a capacity. But however the 
end is achieved, it is incumbent upon the Government 
to remedy a defect which has long been felt, and which 
the recent deaths of Lord Wensleydale and Lord Cran- 
worth have seriously increased. If things are left as they 
are, public confidence in the highest court of justice in 
the kingdom will certainly be weakened, and few evils 
are greater than this. 





THE Rev. Mr. MACKONOCHIE appears to have caused 
much indignation in the minds of some of our contein- 
poraries by not having made any change in the cere- 
monial of his services since the recent decision of the 
Privy Council, and it has been stated that he has by 
his conduct been guilty of “ contumacy.’” In fact, how- 
ever, he has not been acting in the slightest degree con- 
trary tolaw. The so-called “ judgment” of the Judicial 
Committee is really no judgment at all. It is simply a 
statement of the reasons on which the Court base their 
report tothe Queen. The report itself, again, has no 
binding authority until it has been submitted to her 
Majesty in council for approval, and has been embodied 
in an order in council. When these steps have been 





taken, but not before, the report becomes a judgment in 
the ordinary sense of the term, and it must then be obeyed 


ge 
accordingly. The consequences of disobedience would 
an attachment for contumacy and contempt, and the jp. 
fliction of such a punishment as the Court of Arche 
might in its discretion deem proper. 





AN ACTION IN TORT sent from One of the superioy 
courts to the Lambeth County Court for trial seems 4 
have raised another knotty point as to the reading of the 
last County Court Act. The action was one for 
and £50 was the sum claimed. The judge found fp 
the plaintiff, damages 20s., and the plaintiff’s coungg 
applied for costs. On referring to the 10th section of 
the Act, the judge said he could only allow county coyy 
costs ; but turning to section 5 it was found that in ay 
action in tort commenced in @ superior court, and jp 
which action a less sum than £10 shall be recoye 
the plaintiff shall not be entitled to any costs unless the 
judge certifies that the cause was a proper one to be 
brought in such superior court. The verdict in this cage 
being for £1, was an assertion of the plaintiff's right tp 
bring an action, but as an action for slander could on} 
be brought in a superior court, it seemed that the plain. 
tiff would be entitled to full costs. The plaintiff had, 
right to recover something, and could only do soby going 
to the superior court; therefore that court was the 
proper court to go to. Ultimately the judge said it wag 
quite clear that this was an action “commenced ” in 4 
superior court in terms of the 5th section ; there was 
“ sufficient reason ’ for commencing it there seeing that 
it could not be commenced anywhere else, and a judge 
“of such superior court,” or “a judge at chambers,” 
could “ by rule or order allow such costs.” He (Mr. Pitt 
Taylor) must decline to make any order. 

Now, the 10th section says that in a causé sent under 
it to a county court, the court named in the judge’s order 
shall have all the same power and jurisdiction as if the 
parties had agreed by memorandum signed by them that 
the Court should try the action ; such power and juris 
diction being the same as in an action commenced in the 
county court. Hence an action in tort (and on contract 
too; see the 7th section) as soon as the papers are filed 
becomes a county court action, except as to costs pre- 
viously incurred in the superior court, which are amply 
provided for in sections 7 and 10, By rule 131 the re 
gistrar is required to tax the costs incurred in the superior 
court according to aschedule annexed to the rules, The 
schedule contains two scales, one “above £20,” and the 
other “ under £20.” * According to this, if taken alone,it 
appears that a plaintiff in a transmitted case is entitled 
to his superior court costs if he recovers anything, and 
independently of any certificate of a judge. But if this 
be the right reading we have this strange anomaly: if an 
action in tort is sent to a county court for trial, and the 
verdict is for a farthing damages, the plaintiff is entitled 
to costs up to the time of the judge’s order of transmission; 
but if the action be tried in the superior court, the plaintiff 
is not entitled to any costs whatever unless he recovers 
£10, or unless the judge certifies or makes an order. 

On the other hand, the 5th section, giving no costs 
when less than £10 is recovered, without a certificate, 
speaks of canses “commenced” in the superior court, 
and says nothing about the place of trial. It is a ques 
tion fairly arguable whether, as Mr. Pitt Taylor holds, 
this section overrides the 10th, or whether section 10 is 
to be construed as dealing completely with the class of 
cases to which it relates; and, if the first construction 
be adopted, it may then well be argued that the county 
court judge before whom the case is tried is the judge to 
certify under section 5. 





A LETTER appeared in the money article of the Zimes of 
last Tuesday, which raises a question as to the effect of the 
indorsement of a cheque by procuration, and is of con- 





* By an inadvertence, we presume, there is no guide to the 
registrar where the amount is exactly £20. 
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oan 
siderable importance to bankers. It is well known that 
indorsement upon a bill or cheque usually con- 
no title whatever even to a bond fide indorsee for 
yslue. If, therefore, a banker pays a forged cheque he 
cannot debit, his customer’s account with such payment, 
pat must bear the loss himself, unless it was caused by 
the negligence of the customer. It is, however, enacted 
by section 19 of 16 & 17 Vict. c. 59, that “any draft 
, upon a banker payable to order on demand which 

. . shall purport to be indorsed by the person to whom 
the same shall be drawn payable,” shall be a sufficient 
authority to pay the amount, and it shall not be ne- 
cessary for the banker to prove that the indorsement 
“was made by or under the direction or authority of the 

on to whom the draft was made payable.” 

Some doubt has been felt as to whether the section 
applies to cheques indorsed by procuration. That is, 
whether a forged indorsement by A. as agent of B., or by 
procuration in any other form, would protect a banker 
forging the cheque. It is clear that if the payee’s name 
is forged the banker is safe, but is he less so if the 
forger use his own name stating it to be as agent for the 

ee? 

MPhere is, we believe, no reported case upon thissection, 
and as far as we know this question has never been 
judicially considered, The letter in the Zimes which we 
mentioned contains a statement of a case (apparently not 
reported anywhere) where Martin, B., ruled, it would 
seem at Nisi Prius, that the bankers were protected in a 
case such as we have suggested. 

We imagine that there are not many persons who are 
aware of the case which, if the decision was as stated, 
ought to be more generally known. 





WE OBSERVE in a letter addressed to the Daily News 
some very strong remarks on the Archbishop of York 
for taking part in the recent judgment in Vartin v. 
Mackonochie. The writer is evidently unaware of the 
provisions of the Church Discipline Act (3 & 4 Vict. o. 
86), under which Dr. Thomson acted, and in this par- 
ticular case was indeed compelled to act. Section 16 of 
that Act enacts that every archbishop and bishop who 
is amember of the Privy Council shall be a member of 
the Judicial Committee for the purposes of every appeal 
under that Act ; and “no such appeal shall be heard be- 
fore the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council unless 
one at least of such archbishops or bishops shall be 
present at the hearing thereof; provided always that the 
bishop who shall have sent any such case by letter of 
request to the Court of Appeal of the province shall not 
sit as a member of the Judicial Committee on an appeal 
in that case.’ Now, the only three episcopal privy 
councillors were , when the appeal in question was pre- 
sented, the Archbishops of Canterbury and of York and 
the Bishop of London. Before the hearing of the case 
the Archbishop of Canterbury died. The Bishop of 
Iondon was not eligible, having issued the letters 
of request. | Cousequently, the Archbishop of York 
was in a sense forced to sit as a member of 
the Court. Had he declined the appeal could 
not have been heard until after the consccration of the 
new Bishop of London and his elevation to the rank of a 
Privy Councillor. Such a delay would have been unfair 
both to appellant and respondent, and there was no- 
thing in the relations existing between Archbishop 
Thomson and the schools to which the parties respec- 
tively belong to disqualify that prelate from acting in 
4 judicial capacity upon the appeal. 





THE LoRD CHANCELLOR and Lord Justice Selwyn re- 
versed on Tuesday the 22nd, the decision of Vice-Chancellor 
Malins in Attorney-General v. Committee of Visitors of 
Colney Hatch Lunatic Asglum. This was one of the 
“sewage ” cases so common of late years, the informa- 
tion praying an injunction against the draining of the 
Sewage of the asylum -into a small tributary of the River 





Lea. The appeal is an important one, the Court having 
emphatically rejected and overruled the Vice-Chan- 
cellor’s principle that the Court of Equity in such cases 
may order an inquiry into schemes and means, rather 
than, drevi manu, issue an injunction. The nuisance 
was admitted, but the Vice-Chancellor seems to have 
considered that the acknowledged difficulty of devising 
schemes for dealing with sewage on a large scale brings 
the case within that class in which the Court refuses to 
make an order which it cannot enforce. But in truth, 
such a case is by no means whatever within that class, 
The Court will not order the performance of a physical 
impossibility. But it is physically possible that 
such a nuisance should be abated, even if the people 
have to be moved elsewhere, and the Court can enforce 
its injunction by means of a sequestration. The de- 
fendants*case may be one of extreme difficulty ; they 
may be at their wits’ ends fora sewage scheme, and may 
have no power of getting land for the purpose. But, as 
Lord Hatherley observed, the distinct rights of those 
represented by the relator cannot be put aside by such 
considerations, and if the defendants want powers they 
must go to the Legislature. His Lordship added thatin 
one case (Heath v. Wallington, the Leamington case), 
in which he had adopted the course of directing an 
enquiry and granting no injunction, he was corrected by 
the then Lord Chancellor, and he was convinced that he 
had been wrong in not at once granting an injunction, 
since the parties incurred great expense in Chambers, 
and eventually were driven to a compromise, 

The Court therefore granted an injunction, but sus- 
pended its operation till Trinity Term, to allow the de- 
fendants to devise some scheme. The soundness of the 
principles laid down by Lord Hatherley are unquestion- 
able, and the Vice-Chancellor’s ruling tended inevitably 
to a lax and vague method of decision, besides being in- 
correct in law. Butitis to be hoped that the question 
of sewage will be dealt with successfully from a physical 
point of view, for, although sequestrations may issue 
and local schemes be devised, sewage there will be, some- 
where or other, to be disposed of. Cases have occurred, 
some of them near London, in which occupants sum- 
moned for permitting nuisances to continue, have replied 
that they should be too glad to get rid of the nuisance 
if they only knew how—and magistrates, admitting the 
hardship of the case, were obliged to inflict fines, This 
typifies the condition of many large towns. As a legal 
journal, we are in a position to appreciate the awkward- 
ness of the situation, and it is therefore not beyond our 
province to invite additional attention to a difficulty 
which is already exercising many minds. 





A PARAGRAPH culled from the Standard, which has 
been going the round of the press, deserves some notice 
on our part, because it precisely illustrates the inef- 
ficiency of the present system, or no-system, of election 
petitions. The detection of corrupt elections is at pre- 
sent left entirely to chance, and not only to chance, but 
to a chance the value of which, as a probability, is cur- 
tailed by certain very material considerations which ren- 
der it more worth while, in the private interest of par- 
ties, to keep quiet and say nothing than tocome forward 
with an election petition. The little paragraph in the 
Standard affords a very apt instance of one of these con- 
siderations—one which, as our readers will remember, 
we have often pointed out in these columns. After 
stating that petitions have been presented against both 
the sitting members for Taunton (one Liberal and one 
Conservative), it proceeds :— 

“ But will not the more probable results of this suicidal 
warfare be the suppression of the writ, a commission of in- 
quiry into the last three elections, and ultimate disfran- 
chisement ? The contending parties, who are very evenly 
balanced, would, in all probability, better consult their owa 
interest by eontenting themselves with being both repre- 
sented, instead of imperilling the borough by an attempt to 
monopolise the entire representation for one party.” 
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Could any one imagine a better illustration of the im- 
policy of leaving to private hands the initiation of in- 
quiries into corrupt elections? With the purity or im- 
purity of the late Taunton election we have nothing 
whatever todo. It may have been free from corruption, 
or it may have been the reverse. But if the supposition 
that both sides may prove to have been tarred with the 
same brush, and that the constituency may be convicted 
of habitual corruption and visited appropriately, is to 
prevent the matter from being sifted by inquiry, is it 
not time to get rid of the system under which such a 
cause can result in such an effect? For the object with 


which elections are to be investigated and reported on is | 


not merely the adjustment of right and convenience 
between the parties to a local bargain ; the theory, at 
least, is that the commons at large have an interest in 
securing that the representatives sent to Westminster 
from each locality should be properly, and not impro- 
perly, chosen ; that corrupt elections should be inves- 
tigated and set aside, and the peccant parties duly 
visited. 

Undoubtedly the petitions will be far better handled 
by the judges than by the old Election Committees ; but 
if the experience of the coming campaign shows that an 
active acumen anda merciless impartiality on the part 
of the new tribunal is apt to elicit an inconvenient 
amount of disclosure, the result will simply be that the 
next general election, whenever it may happen, will wit- 
ness a great diminution in the number of petitions. 

With respect to the “squaring” of petitions, which 
used often to take place, as well where the present 
action was made merely for commercial purposes, as 
where the parties came to an agreement to fling no more 
stones at each other’s glass houses,—the new Act very 
wisely provides that it shall be for the Court or judge to 
say whether or no a petition shall be allowed to be with- 
drawn. This provision is conceived in an excellent 
spirit, but it is very questionable whether it will prove 
80 effective as people appear to think. The Court may 
refuse to allow the withdrawal of the petition; but if 
the parties have come to a mutual understanding, it 
is hard to see how it can compel the parties to proceed; 
moreover, the judge, under such circumstances, can- 
not elicit anything by means of his power of sum- 
moning witnesses, because he will possess no clue. 

What is really required is a public officer or depart- 
ment, whose business it shall be to initiate the inves- 
tigation, and in practice it would probably be found best 
to have a preliminary inquiry held after every election, 
to be followed, where the case seemed one for inves- 
tigation, by a detailed inquiry, as under the present 
system. Thus, where the preliminary inquiry elicited 
nothing, it would in effect have been merely pro forma ; 
in other cases, the verdict of the preliminary tribunal 
would have an effect similar to that of the true bill of a 

grand jury or the decision or a committing magistrate. 





THE TOPIC of bankruptcy in the Civil Service, and its 
effects has called, forth a Treasury minute which occu- 
pies nearly a column of the Times. Its purport, however, 
may be far more shortly stated; the long preamble, when 
digested, amounts to this—that young men in the Civil 
Service are not unfrequently led, by the devices of money 
lenders and otherwise, to involve themselves in “ pecu- 
niary difficulties,” ¢.g., by putting their names to accom- 
modation bills;—that a civil servant so embarrassed is 
likely to prove far legs efficient than one who is his own 
man;—that my Lords mean to do what they can in this 
matter to maintain the high character and efficiency of 
the service; —but that they recognize the fact that pecu- 
niary embarrassment is sometimes attributable to mere 
misfortune, This much having been set forth, there fol- 
lows what, with some infelicity of description, is styled, 
“The rales which my Lords would enforce and recom- 
mend for general observance” —viz., 


mil 
; embarrassment, from whatever cause, must be re 


a circumstance which necessarily has the effect of impaitag 
the efficiency of a public servant, and of rendering him jg 
valuable than he would otherwise be. 

“2, That such embarrassment, if occasioned by imp, 
dence or other reprehensible cause, will be held to pg 
offence, as affecting the respectability of the service and th, 
trustworthiness of the individual; any person who has » 
conducted himself (sic.) will be considered to have forfeites 
that honourable position in the service which is n 
to give him a claim to promotion or increase of salary from 
length of service ; and these benefits will not be perniittal 
to accrue to him again until he shall have relieved himsg 
from the discredit of such a position. Aggravated cases of 
this description will be noticed whenever they become 
known; and sueh measures will be taken, either in th 
manner above adverted to or in a manner more summay 
and severe, as the circumstances may appear to deserye, ~ 

“3, That the mere fact, under whatever plea, of becom. 
ing a party to accommodation bills, whether for his oy) 
purposes or for another person, and whether resulting jp 
pecuniary embarrassment or not, will subject a Qiyj 
servant to the consequences described in the preceding pay. 





























































































































aN That in the event of any Civil servant being arresta] 
or being adjudicated a bankrupt, or entering into a eon. 
position with his creditors under the Bankruptcy Act, be 
will, on the fact being known, be suspended from duty and 
salary, and will not be reinstated unless, after examination 
of the facts and of the schedule prepared by the Court, it 
shall appear that his difficulties have been occasioned by 
unavoidable misfortune, and not by extravagance or eal. 
pable improvidence, or unless the case shall be characterize 
by previous circumstances of extenuation. 

“5, That any person who shall not immediately, on his 
being arrested, or proceedings being taken with a view to 
bankruptcy, inform the head of his department of the fact, 
shall, upon its becoming known, be removed from the ger. 
vice without any expectation of being reinstated.” 

The mode of treating the difficulty, which this doom- 
ment discloses, or rather suggests, appears to us tobe 
very good; the only objection we have to these “ rules,” 
andthe preamble by which they are ushered in, is that 
they are framed with a vagueness and clumsiness almost 
suggestive of the notion that my Lords. by way of point- 
ing their moral, may have enjoined their draftsman to 
assume for the nonce the style and composition of a drafts 
man distracted by some of the embarrassments which are 
so much to be deprecated. However, gui hwret in litera 
heret in cortice, the principle is good; the gentlemen ad- 
dressed have now been informed of the attitude which 
their supervisors will assume, and we believe that, if well 
carried out, the idea cannot fail to benefit the Civil Ser- 
vice, and through them the public. 
















































































A GENTLEMAN appeared in a police-court a few days 
ago and asked the magistrate to put in force the new 
Master and Servant Act (30 & 31 Vict. c. 141) on his be 
half against his butler, who had absented himself with 
out leave all Christmas Day, and on his return home the 
next morning was very abusive. The magistrate in- 
formed the applicant that the Act in question does not 
apply to domestic servants, but suggested the dismissal 
of the offending butler without notice. The master said 
that if he adopted that course, he would have to pay the 
butler a month’s wages in lieu of notice, which he ob- 
jected to do; but the magistrate informed him that he 
was quite in error on that point. It is surprising how 
many people appear to be ignorant of the very simple 
rule of law that when a domestic servant disobeys any 
reasonable order, or is guilty of any misconduct, or neg- 
lects or refuses to work, he or she may be dismissed with- 
out notice, and that when so dismissed not only is there 
no claim to a month’s wages in lieu of notice, but all 
wages actually due to the offending party are in strict 
law forfeited. 





Tun British Medical Journal thinks that the 





“1, That it is to be understood that serious pecuniary 
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Vict. c. 119), was “regrettably overlooked” by the 
Court in a recent railway accident case of Allan v. The 
 Jgndon and North Western Railway Company, and in 
gcomment upon our observations (supra 109) desires 
to call the attention of the judges, and of the legal pro- 
fession, to this clause, to which it alludes as “ au- 
thorising the appointment of a medical arbitrator by 
the judges, to assist in settling damages in railway com- 
tion cases.” 

What we have been wishing to point out to the 
British Medical Journal, however, is, that it seems to 
have misunderstood the purport of this section. The 
clause has nothing whatever to do with the appointment 
ofarbitrators, and merely empowers the Court tosummon 
additional medical evidence besides that furnished by the 

ies. The object of the section appears to be that if 
the Court sees ground for dissatisfaction with the evi- 
dence of the plaintiff’s and defendant’s doctors, it may 
insist upon having the evidence of another. But the 
medical man thus called in would be not even an assessor, 
much less an arbitrator, but purely a witness, 

This section is, it must be admitted, no credit to the 
legislature. It runs as follows:— 

“Wherever any person injured by an accident on a rail- 

way claims compensation on account of the injury, any 
jadge of the court in which proceedings to recover such 
compensation are taken, or any person who, by the consent 
of the parties or otherwise, has power to fix the amount of 
compensation, may order that the person injured be ex- 
amined by some duly qualified medical practitioner named 
inthe order, and not being a witness on either side, and 
may make such order with respect to the costs of such ex- 
amination as he may think fit.” 
Now, how is this to be carried out ? Isit meant that 
the Court is to do this ex mero notu suo? If so, the 
omer can hardly be made elsewhere than at the trial, 
and must entail an adjournment, unless the usher is to 
mn into the street, and, catching the first doctor he can 
lay hold of, bring him in to make a diagnosis in open 
wurt. If the notion is that the order is to be made on 
application by a party, is the application to be ex parte 
oe otherwise—and who is to name the medical man ? 
Such being the vagueness of this provision, it is hardly 
surprising that it has not been found much in request. 





BANKRUPT’S LIABILITY FOR CALLS AFTER OB- 
TAINING HIS DISCHARGE. 

The recent decision of Lord Romilly in Hastie’s case, 
7 W. R. 152, that a bankrupt shareholder who has ob- 
tained his discharge and retains his shares is not dis- 
charged from liability to be put on the list of contribu- 
tories and pay calls made in the subsequent winding-up 
ofthe company, is perhaps not a decision which will 
éxeite much comment or any surprise, but is of so much 
interest to a class of persons who are unhappily some- 
what numerous at the present day, that we offer no 
apology for calling the attention of the reader to it. Mr. 
Hastie, who was a shareholder in the General Estates 
Company, became a bankrupt in June, 1866, on his own 
petition, and soon afterwards obtained his discharge, his 
meets having been administered, and the estate wound- 
w® without the assignees electing to adopt the damnosa 
Mreditas of his shares in the company, which accordingly 
Mmained Mr. Hastie’s property. A liability of £18 at- 
taohed to each of these shares, and they remained stand- 
ing in his name on the company's register at the date of 
the winding-up, two years, or thereabouts, after the 
bankruptey was at an end and the bankrupt discharged, 
When the winding-up commenced Mr. Hastie was placed 
@ the list of contributories, and accordingly applied to 
the Court to have the name of his assignee substituted 
for his own on the list of contributories, or, at any 
tate, his own removed therefrom, on the ground that 

discharge in bankruptcy had freed him from all 


y: : 
Lord Romilly, however, held that Mr, Hastie’s name 





must be retained on the list. The ground of this de~ 
cision, which is analogous to the decision of the Court of 
Queen’s Bench in Martin’s Anchor Company v. Morton» 
L. R. 8 Q. B. 306, 16 W. R. 0. L. Dig. 60, is to be sought 
in the interpretation of sections 75 and 77 of the Com- 
panies Act, 1862, and section 154 of the Bankruptey Aet, 
1861. It will be seen that these sections, which contain 
the only statutory enactments bearing on the question, 
do not apply to the case of a shareholder who becomes 
bankrupt, and whose assets are administered, and who 
receives his discharge previous to the commencement of 
the winding-up. Such a case as this (provided the shares 
be retained by the bankrupt, as otherwise the question 
does not arise) appears to be a casus omissus, in respect 
of which the Legislature, in furtherance of its design 
that bankruptcy shall operate to release the bankrupt 
from all past liabilities whatsoever,has made no provi- 
sion. It will be seen that section 77 of the Companies 
Act provides that the assignees shall be dcemed to re- 
present the bankrupt only where he becomes bankrupt 
after being placed on the list, i.e, after the winding-up 
has commenced; and does not meet the present case, 
where the bankruptcy is ended, and there are no assig- 
nees, Again, section 75 does not meet the case, but, as ex- 
plained by Mr. Justice Blackburn in Martin's Anchor Com- 
pany v. Morton, refers only to cases where the bankruptey 
is still pending when the winding-up takes place, while 
the assignees have still assets, in which case the company 
may prove for the estimated amount of the bankrupt’s lia- 
bility to future calls, which the company clearly cannot do 
when the assets are administered, the estate is wound up, 
and the bankrupt has his discharge. There was nothing 
then in the Companies Act, 1862, to free Mr. Hastie. 
Nor in the opinion of his Lordship did section 154 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861, meet his case. That section, in 
the opinion of Mr. Justice Lush, applies only to cases 
where the bankrupt is liable to make cer‘jain periodical 
payments, such as rent, premiums of assurance, and the 
like, being in fact aimed at cases like Wardurgh v. 
Tucker, 6 W. R. 755, and not to payments like calls which 
may or may not be made, and the amount of which is 
wholly unascertainable ; involving as they do the double 
contingency, first, whether the cails would be made, and 
secondly, whether the bankrupt would be the holder 
the shares at the time. 

It may be observed that the decisions under the old 
Acts point to the same conclusion. In Seuth Staffordshire 
Railway Company v. Burnside, 5 Ex. 129, which was an 
action against a scripholder in a company to recover calls 
made during his bankruptcy and after his discharge, it 
was held, there being no evidence of the adoption of the 
scrip by the assignees, that the claim of the company was 
not barred by his bankruptcy and certificate, insomuch 
as the claim was neither proveable as a debt under 6 
Geo. 4, c. 6,8. 51, nor was a debt due upon a contin- 
gency within the meaning of section 56 of that Act. 
General Discount Company v. Stokes, 13 W. R, 138, 17 
C. B. N. S. 765, was a similar decision of the Court of 
Common Pleas upon the corresponding sections, the 177th 
and 178th of the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 184% 

The intention of the Legislature in framing the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1861, was to administer his estate and set 
him free on obtaining his discharge from all past liabili- 
ties whatsoever. We have now seenthat the words of the 
Act, large though they be, are not large enough to 
include cases like Hastie’s case. Cases like this, indeed, 
seem to require special provisions to meet thea. 

It would indeed be monstrous if, upon any other 
construction of the Act the assignees of a bankrupt 
who has obtained his discharge should be liable to be 
placed on the list of contributories, while under the 
present system their rights do not extend to after- 
acquired property of the bankrapt. His Lordship 
expressed an opinion in which we humbly venture to 
conour, that it would be well if the Legislature were to 
enact that ineverycase where the assignees in bankruptey 
refuse to adopt the shares held by the bankrupt, it 
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should be lawful for the company by whom they were 
issued to sell them, or if they refused to do so, or the 
shares were unsaleable, which would be the most pro- 
bable contingency, the bankrupt should be allowed to 
surrender them within a limited period, and in default 
of so doing they should remain vested in him. Such a 
system would, it is true, leave the bankrupt a possibility 
of advantage in the future rise in value of worthless 
shares; but as it is clear that the assignees ought not to 
be forced to adopt the shares, and the company cannot be 
compelled to accept them, while to cancel them would 
be to interfere with the rights of the company, we can 
see no alternative to the scheme suggested by His Lord- 
ship. That being so we venture to express a hope that we 
may see this gapin the present law of bankruptcy closed 
by the introduction of some such provision into the 
long-promised Bankruptcy Act whenever it pleases the 
Legislature to re-consider the whole question of bank- 
ruptcy in a comprehensive manner. 





POST-NUPTIAL SETTLEMENTS. 
IIT. 

We have seen under what circumstances a post-nuptial 
settlement, when not executed in pursuance of binding 
articles before marriage, is liable to be defeated by the 
creditors of the settlur, and, in the case of real estate, by 
a purchaser for valuable consideration also. It remains 
for uz now to consider the circumstances under which 
a post-nuptial settlement may be unimpeachable, though 
the marriage consideration be wanting. 

Since the doctrine of meritorious consideration ad- 
vanced by Lord St. Leonards in Hilis v. Nimmo, Ll. & 
Goo. 333, has not been followed and is not now law, a 
settlement by a married man on his wife and children 
is primd facie voluntary, and equally liable to be defeated 
with a settlement upon strangers in blood, unless a good 
consideration appear on the face of the deed. But a 
man’s wife may purchase a settlement of him, and she 
is no less at liberty to do so than a stranger, and a post- 
nuptial settlement so purchased, provided the considera- 
tion be substantial and not illusory, will be protected, 
if not equally with, at all events in the next degree toa 
settlement upon marriage. The principle to which we 
refer is self-evident, and may be thus expressed: that a 
post-nuptial settlement may be supported where it is 
founded on a valuable consideration moving to the settlor 
from a third party, who need not necessarily be a party to 
the settlement, provided the connection between the con- 
sideration and the settlement be traceable in evidence, 
The giver of the consideration is thereby rendered a pur- 
chaser on behalf of those who are interested under the 
limitations of the deed ; and asettlement is thus created 
to which the provisions of the Statute of Elizabeth do 
not apply. A common instance of this is where a 
married woman surrenders some right or interest of 
which she is possessed, and thereby purchases for her- 
self and the children of her marriage an interest in the 
property subsequently settled by her husband. Such a 
surrender of an interest by her, if material and not 
illusory, will be viewed in equity as the price paid for 
the settlement made on her in consequence ; and the in- 
strument is then taken out of the category of voluntary 
instruments, and will, putting fraud out of the question, 
be unimpeachable. As an illustration of our meaning 
we refer to Davidson’s Precedents of Conveyancing (vol. 
3, p. 1001), where there is a precedent of a post-nuptial 
settlementin favour of thesettlor’s wife andchildren, The 
precedent recites a mortgage in which the wife had 
joined for the apparent purpose of postponing her join- 
ture. Assuming this to have been the case, such a sur- 
render by the wife of her interest would, as is stated in 
the note, p. 1000, render her a purchaser of the provi- 
sion made for her by the post-nuptial settlement, and not 
she only, but the children and issue in whose favour limi- 
tations were made are made purchasers also. It may be 
said, How can such a settlement be otherwise than volun- 





tary as regards the interests limited to parties other than 
the wife, inasmuch as they gave no consideration for the 
settlement? but the answer is, that the settlement is mage 


on the faith of a contract on the settlor’s part to conf — 


certain benefits on certain persons in succession in retum 
for his wife’s postponing her jointure, and such a gop. 
tract must, if performed at all, be performed altogethe 
so as to let in the posterior interests stipulated for, ag well 
as the wife’s own interest. It depends, in fact, on th 
simple principle that he who pays for a thing hasa right 
to say how or to whom possession of it shall be given, 

In Acraman v. Corbett, 9 W. R. 401, the wife’s real pro. 
perty had, by asomewhat singular arrangement, been get. 
tled on her marriage according to the joint appointmentof 
her husband and herself, and in default on her husband jp 
fee. Another estate was afterthe marriage purchased with 
money borrowed upon a joint agreement by the husband 
and wife to charge the settled estate with the repayment 
of it, and settled upon her and her husband and the gy. 
vivor of them for life, with remainder to the husbanj 
in fee. Vic2-Chancellor Wood dismissed a bill by the ag. 
signees of the husband to set aside the latter settlement, 
on the ground, among other grounds, that the wife’s con. 
currence in the agreement was consideration enough to 
validate the latter settlement. Nor can we avoid referring 
to Atkinson v. Smith, 6 W. R. 732. In that case a hog 
band and wife, who were tenants by entireties of real 
estate, conveyed it by way of mortgage, with a provis 
that on repayment the mortgagee should reconvey itas 
the husband and wife should jointly direct. Accord. 
ingly, when the mortgage was paid off, the mort 
gagee conveyed the estate by direction of the hus 
band and wife to uses in favour of the husband 
and wife and their children in strict. settlement, 
Vice-Chancellor Kindersley held that this settlement was 
voluntary, on the ground that nothing appeared on the 
face of the deed to show an intention on the wife’s pari 
to surrender anything which could be held in equity 
to amount to a good consideration for the settlement, 
But Lord Chelmsford on appeal, 7 W. R. 42, 3 De G. &J, 
186, took a different view of the case from his Honour, 
and dismissed the bill, on the groun1 that the reservation 
in the proviso contained in the deed of mortgage inten- 
tionally gave the wife power to appoint the estate; and 
thatshe having exercised the power, and thereby cut down 
her estate to a life estate, there was a consitoration moy- 
ing from her to the settlor, which must delcat the title 
of the subsequent purchaser for value, whose bill was 
accordingly dismissed. 

In the foregoing cases the consideration moved from 
the settlor’s wife, and was in the nature of a surrender 
by her of some right or interest ; we shall see presently 
that a post-nuptial settlement may be equally sustainable 
where the consideration moves from anyone else. In 
Thompson v. Webster,7 W. R. 596, 4 Drew. 632, the 
settlor applied to his mother for a loan, who advanced it 
to him on mortgage of his estate, on condition that sub- 
ject to the mortgage he should settle the estate upon his 
wife and children, The arrangement was carrried into 
effect ; and the settlement so made was upheld against 
the creditors of the settlor, though the effect of it was to 
defeat them. We are not aware of a case in which this 
principle has been carried further, and we would humbly 
submit that the case is an extreme one, unless we are to 
suppose that the security was such as no one else would 
take, or that other circumstances rendered the transaction 
one which implied some benefit received or risk in- 
curred by the settlor’s mother, Had she bargained with 
him for the purchase of so much of his estate at its 
market value on condition of his settling the re 
mainder, would a consideration for the settlement 
have been inferred therefrom? We incline to think 
not; and yet what is a mortgage but a sale so far 
asit goes? Another case on this point is Zolmes ¥. 
Penney, 6 W.R.182,3K.& J. 90. There the defendant, 
who was in embarrassed circumstances, had a life in 
terest in the dividends of £4,000 Consols. His brother 
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pies 
with him to pay such of his debts as were not 
charged on his life interest on condition of his life 
interest being settled, subject to the charges on it, upon 
the defendant's wife and children, The condition was 
ormed by a post-nuptial settlement which vested the 
gttlor’s life interest in trustees, with an absolute dis- 
eretion to employ it in the maintenance and support of 
the settlor, his wife and children. Vice-Chancellor Wood 
held the above settlement good against subsequent 
creditors of the settlor, as well as against a prior creditor 
of whose debt the brother had no notice at the time of 
the transaction, and who was, therefore, still unpaid. 
The grounds of this decision are to be sought in the fact 
that the brother had parted with his money on the faith 
of the provision being made for the settlor’s wife and 
children, and was thereby constituted a purchaser of that 
provision, and as purchaser of it acquired the right to 
come into equity, and say to the creditors of the settlor, 
You shall not defeat the provision for which I have paid. 

It seems, moreover, that in these cases the considera- 
tion need not be executed at the date of the settlement 
jnorder to render the settlement unimpeachable. But 
if executory, it must involve a contract, specific per- 
formance of which might be had by the settlor, in order 
to justify the parties interested under the settlement in 
relying on it, Hurd v. Stuart, 15 Beav. 493, was acase of 
afamily arrangement, in pursuance of which A. mort- 
gaged an estate to raise a sum of money for the benefit 
of B., and B. pursuant toan agreement with A., conveyed 
his own estate not only as an indemnity to A. against the 
claims of the mortgagee, but also to uses in favour of his 
own children and their issue. The latter deed was 
impeached by a subsequent purchaser for value upon the 
grounds that it was voluntary, but upheld by the Master 
of the Rolls, who was of opinion that the agreement 
between A. and B., for the specific performance of which 
asuit might have been maintained, was a sufficient con- 
sideration to support the limitation to B.’s children and 
issue in the latter deed. 

Other cases might be referred to, but the foregoing 
cases seem enough to exemplify the common run of ex- 
ceptions to the general rule with respect to post-nuptial 
settlements. As regards the right of creditors, no man 
who is deeply indebted should be encouraged to make a 
post-nuptial settlement, unless some good consideration 
appear to be moving to him on the face of the deed, or 
be at all events deducible from surrounding circum- 
stances, if he wishes to avoid litigation. The man 
who makes a post-nuptial settlement without con- 
sideration and afterwards falls into debt, is compara- 
tively safe, even under the rule that the Court in- 
fersan intent to delay the creditors where the effect 
is 8. Such an intent can hardly be inferred in any 
state of affairs short of insolvency; and the Court, whose 
duty it is (as the rule is stated by Vice-Chancellor Kin- 
dersley in Zhompson v. Webster) to decide in every case 
whether on all the circumstances it can come to the 
conclusion that the settlor’s intent was to delay the 
creditors, will rarely, if ever, allow a settlement to he 
defeated where the settlor has given all to the objects of 
lis bounty, without reserving anything to himself or in- 
terting a clause of revocation. It is impossible to lay 
down a rule of universal application. Every case must 
stand on its own merits; and, as a rule, substantial justice 
will be done under the former Act, as it is construed 
at the present day. As regards the rights of sub- 
Sequent purchasers for value under the companion 
statute, so much can hardly be said; and we could 
Wish that it did not extend to assist purchasers with 
notice. Some such feeling on the part of the Legislature 
May be perhaps the reason why the’ statute has never 
been extended to reach voluntary settlements of personal 
Property, the reason for the anomaly being, as we sur- 
mise, that in the reign of Queen Elizabeth the rights of 
Purchasers of personal property under such ciroum- 

ces, were not deemed of sufficient importance to be 
the object of special legislation, in the same way as such 








personal property as then existed seems not to have been 
thought worth taxing for the relief of the poor. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 
EQUITY. 
PRIORITIES OF INCUMBRANCERS ON THE PROCEEDS OF 
SALE OF COMMISSIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Yates v. Cox, M.R., 17 W. R. 20. 

The well-known rule that an assignee for value of a 
chose in action must give notice to the holder of it if he 
means to retain his priority, implies that the trustee of 
the chose in action must have it in his possession when 
he receives the notice in order for such notice to be 
effectual. Any notice given to him before he has it in 
his possession is inoperative, and he is justified in deal- 
ing with it just as if no notice of the kind had reached 
jhim. Where there are several incumbrancers on a fund 
n the hands of a third party, their claims to it will have 
to be satisfied in order of succession, according to the 
delivery of their respective notices to the holder of the 
fund after he became the holder of the fand; and where 
two or more notices are delivered simultaneously, then 
in the crder of date of their securities. Yates v. Cox 
illustrates the principle. The fund was the proceeds of 
sale of a commission in the army; the incumbrancers on 
it had given notice of their securities at the time they 
were respectively created to the firm of army agents into 
whose hands the fund would come when the commission 
was sold. All these notices were ineffectual, the fund 
not having come into the army agents’ hands at the 
time. When the officer’s retirement from the army by 
the sale of his commission was gazetted the incum- 
brancers gave notice again, and this time with effect, 
the purchase-money having been carried to the officer’s 
separate account in the books of the army agents on the 
day when his retirement was gazetted, from which 
moment they were constituted holders of the fund on 
his account. The application of the rule led to the 
singular result that an incumbrancer who came some 
days later than the rest thereby acquired priority over 
the others in respect of a portion of the fund which had 
not been paid over to the agents when the other notices 
were given. 

The law with reference to army agents is thus laid 
down in Earl of Suffolk v. Cox, 15 W. R. 732, that they 
became trustees of the purchase-money paid for a com- 
mission immediately upon the publication of the Gazette 
announcing the retirement of the officer whose commis- 
sion had been sold and the appointment of another 
officer in his stead; the purchase-money is made up of 
the purchase-money paid -by the gentleman who then 
enters the service, and the differences payable by those 
senior to him on gaining their respective steps. Thus 
when acaptain sells out, his purchase-money is made up 
of the sum paid by the gentleman who purchases an en- 
signcy, and the differences paid by the ensign and lieu- 
tenant who respectively become lieutenant and captain. 
These sums are paid in the first instance to an account 
called the “sales of commissions account” in the army 
agents’ books, and carried over to the separate account 
of the retiring officer on his retirement being gazetted, 
or, as regards the contribution of the purchasing ensign, 
when his appointment as ensign is gazetted, as that 
vacancy is not always immediately filled up. When this 
has taken place, the army agents become trustees of the 
sum, in the first instance for the War Office, who seem 
to have a lien thereon for regimental expenses, and their 
own costs as trustees; secondly, for incumbrancers who 
have given notice since the publication of the Gazette, in 
order of priority; and thirdly, for incumbrancers who 
have not given notice. 

There is no law which forbids an officer to assign the 
proceeds of sale of his commission before actual sale. 
But a charge cannot be effected by deposit of the parch- 
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ment which contains the commission: Collyer v. Fullon, 
T. & R. 439; and we need scarcely add that an assign- 
ment by an officer of his pay is void on grounds of public 
policy. Such reasons do not apply to an assignment of 
purchase-money of his commission, as the officer must 
have retired from the service before he can receive this. 
But it is clear that a charge of this nature, where there 
are several incumbrancers, depending as it must entirely 
upon the diligence of the incumbrancer in giving notice 
upon the Gazette appearing, must be of a very hazardous 
character. 





LIEN oF A SOLICITOR WHO Is DISCHARGED IN THE 
COURSE OF A SUIT. 
Simmonds v. Great Eastern Railway Company, 16 W. RB. 
1100. 


This case has such an important bearing on the rela- 
tions between a solicitor and his client in a cause, that we 
think it advisable to call the attention of our readers to 
the principle established by it, which seems to be shortly 
this, that a solicitor who is discharged from,a suit be- 
fore it is brought to a conclusion will lose the advantage 
of hislien on the papers in the suit, not only’if he is dis- 
charged by his own default or at his own request, but 
also if he loses the conduct of the suit by reason of the 
incapacity of his client to go on with it; the result being 
that in such a case the parties who go on with the suit 
take the benefit of his previous exertions and outlay with- 
out any obligation to remunerate him. 

The case of Simmonds v. Great Eastern Railway Com- 
pany, here reported on appeal, was heard by Vice-Chan- 
cellor Giffard in the first instance, and decided by him on 
the authority of Lord Eldon’s decision in Ross v. Laugh- 
ton, 1 Ves. & B. 349, but the later authority of Lord v. 
Wormleighton, Jacob, 580, before the same Lord Chancellor, 
was not cited or discussed on that occasion. The Lords 
Justices, therefore, have gone further than Vice-Chan- 
cellor Giffard by affirming his decision in Simmonds v. 
Great Eastern Railway, for they have declared their 
opinion that Lord Eldon did not intend to overrule 
Ross v. Laughton when he decided Lord v. Wormleighton, 
whereas the Vice-Chancellor had not his attention called 
to the latter case atall. And, indeed, it has been the 
universal impression hitherto that Lord v. Wormleighton 
did overrule Loss v. Laughton, Thus, in Boron v. Bol- 
land, 4 My. & Cr. 358, Lord Cottenham says, “If the 
client discharge or cease to employ the solicitor, the soli- 
citor is not compellable to afford any facilities to the 
client by the use of the papers; as Lord Eldon decided 
in Lord v. Wormleighton contrary to what he had before 
held in [toss v. Laughton.” So much has this opinion 
prevailed that in the last edition of Daniell’s “ Chancery 
Practice” Foss v. Laughton is not even cited, while Lord 
v. Wormleighton is given without comment as the au- 
thority for the proposition that the right of the solicitor 
to refuse production of documents deposited with him, 
until his bill is paid, will prevail where the solicitor is 
discharged by his client or his representatives.” 

This is the principle which has now been disturbed for 
the first time we believe since 1822. And it may be 
desirable, therefore, to state in a few words the princi- 
ples which may now be considered as established with 
regard to the lien of a solicitor discharged before the 
termination of the cause in which he is engaged. 

(1) It has never been doubted that a solicitor who 
begins a cause, engages to continue to act till the end 
of it ; and if he refuses to go through with it he has no 
lien and cannot even bring an action for his bill: Cress- 
well v. Bryon, 14 Ves, 272 (before Lord Eldon, 1807), 

(2.) If the solicitor is discharged for clear negligence or 
incapacity there is no doubt that he must produce the 
papers in the cause to the new solicitor (Re Williams, 
28 Beay. 465), though he may have a right to have them 
redelivered to him after the hearing (Heslop v. Metcalfe, 
3M. & Cr. 183; Webster vy. Le Hunt, 9 W. R. 804, 827), 
and may be entitled to an undertaking from the new so- 








licitor to prosecute the suit with due diligence (Cane 
Martin, 2 Beav. 584). i 

(3.) If the solicitor is discharged, not for his own dg 
fault, but on other grounds, by the client or his persong 
representatite, he cannot be compelled to afford facilities 
to the client and the new solicitor by giving up the 
papers before he is paid his costs: Lord v. Wormleighto, 
(loc. cit.); Re Smith, 9 W. R. 396, where the reason of the 
discharge was that the solicitor was in embarrassed giy. 
cumstances, and it is decided by a late case that unleg 
a taxation is pending the costs claimed must be paid 
to the solicitor and not into court (e Fuithful, 6 L, RB, 
Eq. 325). 

(4.) If the solicitor is discharged by persons succeed. 
ing to the rights of his client, but not claiming by privity 
of title with him, he cannot claim any lien for his 
previous expense and trouble ; thus, in the case befor 
us the client became bankrupt, and it was decided 
that as the assignee came in by a title adverse to the 
bankrupt, he might employ a new solicitor and take ad. 
vantage of the old solicitor’s former services without pay. 
ing for them. 

Whether the distinction between this latter case 
and those mentioned under head (3) is not too 
slender to be maintained, seems doubtful to us, for it 
might be reasonably contended that though there is in 
one sense no privity between a bankrupt and his as. 
signees, yet as between the bankrupt, the assignees, and 
the old solicitor, the assignees succeed to the rights and 
liabilities of the bankrupt (see Re Underwood, De G, 
Bankruptcy Cases, 190), and that if they choose to come 
into equity (which they need not do unless they choose) 
they should do equity and acknowledge the solicitor’s 
lien. 





PRIVILEGE OF DISCOVERY NOT MATERIAL TO PLAIN: 
TIFF’S CASE. 
Lockett v. Lockett, 17 W. R, 96. 

A series of decisions, of which Lockett v. Lockett is 
the latest, have considerably modified the old rule of 
equity pleading which had almost attained. to the 
dignity of an axiom, that “he who answers at all must 
answer fully,” a rule which was laid down in Somerville 
v. Mackay, 16 Ves. 382, by Lord Eldon, and was stated 
by Lord Chancellor Lyndhurst in Lancaster v. Evors,1 
Ph. 352, to have become asettled rule in the profession, 
The meaning of the rule is that if a defendant, instead 
of pleading or demurring to a bill, puts in an answer, he 
must be considered to elect to go to a hearing on the 
whole case, ana must give discovery on all points which 
will have to be considered in pronouncing the decree, 

The principal reasons for this rule, collected from the 
judgments delivered in various cases, are the follow: 
ing :— 

(1.) That if the defence set up is decided against the 
defendant, it is of the utmost importance for a court of 
equity, which aims at making a complete decree, to have 
before it all consequential matters material for the pur- 
pose of such decree. 

(2.) Discovery of accounts, &c., may be important in 
many suits even where the plaintiff will have no right 
to an account unless he previously establishes his case, 
because the plaintiff if he succeeds in establishing his 
interest may be entitled to say, ‘I will take a decree 
for the amount of profits admitted by the defendants 
without taking the account ;” or he may find by the 
answer the amount of profits so small that it will not 
be worth his while to proceed with the suit: see Lord 
Romilly’s judgment in Clegg v. Kdmondson, 22 Beay. 125; 
Robson v. Flight, 13 W. Kt, 195, 33 Beav, 268, 

(3.) A third reason was given by the present Lord 
Chancellor in De La Rue v. Dickinson, 3 K. & J. 391, 
why an excoutor, for example, though he denies that the 
plaintiff is really a creditor, must nevertheless make dis- 
covery of his accounts if he answers at all—viz., that in 
such a suit there are many intermediate steps which it may 
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be necessary to take (e.g. the appointment of a receiver or 

ent into court of money), as to all of which an 
answer may be material. 

Such are the reasons which may be adduced in favour 
ofthis rule as being reasonable and convenient ; and 
gotil ately the principle has been so firmly established 
that the Courts have refused to make any exception to 
it, and yet it is obvious that there are cases where it 
works hardship—where the defendant is compelled to 
put in an answer (because the suit is so framed that it 
isnot open to a demurrer, while the complexity is such 
that it would be impossible to plead to it), yet part of the 
discovery or accounts sought may be utterly immaterial 
to the plaintiff’s case, and only called for in order to vex 
the defendant or delay his defence. 

This argument was very strongly pressed upon Lord 
Romilly in Clegg v. Edmondson, 22 Beay. 125, where the 

intiff claimed to be a partner of the defendant, and 
called for accounts of the partnership ; the defendant 
ould not plead or demur, but denied the partnership by 
answer, and said that he ought not to be forced to set out 
the accounts which were immaterial to the plaintiff’s 
ase, and could be of no possible use to him unless he 
proved the partnership ; but Lord Romilly overruled the 
objection on the general ground that no discovery could 
be privileged, on the ground of immateriality, except 
where the defendant sei up a distinct and independent 
title ; and more lately, in Great Luxemburg Railway v. 
Magnay, 23 Beay. 646 (1857) ; Bishop of Winehester v. 
Bowker, 29 Beav. 479; and Robson v. Flight, (udi 
guy, 1863), the same judge adhered to his opinion 
that great inconvenience would arise from any relaxation 
of the strictness of the rule “that when a defendant 
answers he must answer fully,” and in each case ordered 
documents to be produced, which, thongh relevant to 
the matter in dispute, would not be material to the 
naking out of the plaintiff's case. 

We now proceed to notice the course of decisions by 
which the strictness of this rule of pleading has been 
gradually modified, and the rival theory, that a defendant 
shall not be compelled to make immaterial discovery, has 
been extended in practice. 

(1.) The most obvious example of this latter principle is 
the privilege always accorded to a defendant in equity of 
refusing to discover the evidence on which his title to 
telief, if distinct from that of the plaintiff, rests: see for 
anexample Daw v. Eley, 2 H.& M. 725. This privilege 
was fully recognised by Lord Romilly in the decisions 
above quoted. In a bill for discovery to be used in an 
action at law it is carried further still, for in an action 
at law a defendant cannot be compelled to make dis- 
covery even of the title which he intends to set up in 
opposition to the plaintiff’s case, much less of the evi- 
dence by which that title is to be supported; but in a 
bill for relief in equity he must, to avoid surprise, set 
forth his case in the pleadings, though the evidence 
thereof is protected. This distinction is clearly shown 
in Ingilby v. Shafto, 83 Beav. 31. It is, however, 
necessary for a defendant to show that the documents 
he claims to protect as immaterial have no rela- 
tion not only to the plaintiff’s title to the property in 
dispute, but also to his case for relief ; the word title 
being an ambiguous word, used here in the sense of case: 
Bolton v. Corporation of Liverpool, 1M. & K. 88; Fel- 
hin v. Lord Herbert, 9 W. R. 756 ; Jenkyns v. Bushdy, 
14 W. R, 531. 

(2.) The present Lord Chancellor seems to have been 
the first judge to extend this convenient principle of 
protecting immaterial discovery to documents which 
are not evidence of a distnict title, but are collateral to 
the main issue: see De La Rue v. Dickinson, 8 K. & J. 
891 (1857), where the plaintiff was a patentee, and 
alleged infringement by the defendant, and called for an 
account of profits and other matters relating to the alleged 
infringemont, and such discovery was refused on the 
ground that it might be immaterial, and if it should 
turn out material, could be obtained in the course of the 





inquiry in chambers. And in Mansell v. Feeny, 9 W. Re 
582, 610, 2J. & H.320 (1861), which was a partnership 
suit, the same judge (while he ordered production of all 
documents revelant to the issue, though the defendant 
denied they would assist the plaintiff’s case) allowed 
money items in the accounts to be sealed up, because a 
mere account of profits would not affect the question 
whether the defendant was or was not a partner. The 
authority of these cases has heen recognised and followed 
by Vice-Chancellor Malins in Lockett v. Lockett. 

On the whole, it seems that generally in cases, where if 
the plaintiff’s claim dees not succeed he will have no 
right to an account, no order for production of accounts 
will be made, unless indeed the subject-matter or form of 
the accounts is such that they may probably lead to im- 
portant discovery : see Crossley v. Stewart, 1 N. R. 426; 
but any exceptions would be ordered to stand over to the 
hearing, as was done by the Lords Justices on the appeal 
motion in Clegg v. Edmondson, 8 Jur. N.S. 300, and in 
Tierney v. Bayley, 12 W. R. 633 (1864). An interme- 
diate course has, however, been adopted in cases of alleged 
breach of trust where the defaulting trustee was 
dead—viz., that of ordering an abridged balance-sheet 
of the alleged defaulting trustee’s estate to be set out; 
Brooks ~. Boucher, 10 W. R. 708 (V.C.W. 1862) ; Cull 
vy. Inglis, 16 W. R. 477 (V.C.M. 1868), where this course 
was adopted in order that the plaintiffs might be 
enabled to consider whether it was worth their while 
to abandon their suit against the particular trustee or not, 





COMMON LAW. 


AsstanMent oF DEBT—AMENDMENT BY STRIKING 
OUT NAME OF ONE OF TWO DEFENDANTS--BILL OF 
EXCHANGE—STAMPS, 

Griffin v. Weatherby and Another, 17 W. R.Q. B. 8. 

This case is an illustration of the rule that, although 
a debt cannot be assigned at law, yet if a creditor trans- 
fers his interest in the debt to a third person, and 
the debtor promises to pay the debt to such third person, 
the debtor from that moment becomes liable at law to 
pay in accordance with his promise. That which was a 
mere equitable right in the assignee is changed into a 
legal right. There is no assignment of the original debt 
in these cases, but a new contract is created between the 
debtor and the assignee. This doctrine is shortly and 
clearly explained by Blackburn, J., in his judgment. 

The facts in this case were :—One Johnson owed ;money 
to the plaintiffs, and had a claim against the Isle of Man, 
&c., Company, which was being wound up, and of which 
the defendants were the official liquidators, Johnson 
gave the plaintiffs an instrument in the form of a bill 
of exchange which contained, after the sum for which it 
was drawn, the words “on account of moneys advanced 
by me for the Isle of Man, &c., Company.” The plain- 
tiffs informed the defendant Weatherby of this, and he pro- 
mised to pay the bill which had, however, never been for- 
mally presented to him for acceptance. It was held that 
Weatherby was liable to the plaintiffs for the amount of 
the bill, and that the name of his co-defendant might 
be struck out of the pleadings, as he knew nothing of the 
matter, and had given no authority to Weatherby to pro- 
mise payment. The instrument was held to be a good 
bill of exchange, on the ground that the words “on ac- 
count of moneys advanced,” &c., were only equivalent to 
“ value received,” and that the instrument was, therefore, 
not an order for the payment of money out of a certain 
fund, but for payment absolutely. Lastly, the Court de- 
cided that the bill, which was a foreign one, did not re- 
quire a stamp under 17 & 18 Vict. c. 83, ss, 3,5, which re- 
quires that foreign bills must be stamped when presented 
or negotiated in England, as it had not been presented in 
the sense in which presentment is used in the Act. 

In deciding that the instrument in this case was a 
bill of exchange, the Court overruled Banbury v. Lissel 
(2 Str, 1211), in which Lee, C.J., held that the words 
“ on accountof freight of Veale Galley Edward Champion” 
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pointed to a particular fund, out of which the money was 


to be paid, and therefore prevented the instrument from 


being regarded as a bill of exchange; the decision of 


the case appears, however, to have been founded upon 
another ground. 


Banbury v. Lissel, as reported, is not a satisfactory 


case, as the ratio decidenadi is not quite clear, and even 


if it were clear, it seems much more reasonable to hold 


that the words “on account of ” some particular fund in 
a bill are a mere statement of the consideration than 
that they are a description of a fund out of which the 
bill is to be paid. It is a question of construction, and 
this construction is in accordance with the words of the 
instrument, and also in all probability in accordance with 
the intention of the parties. 








COURTS. 


COUNTY COURTS. 
EXETER. 
(Before Serjeant PeTeRspoRFF.) 
Dec. 8.—Armstrong v. Petgrave. 

Defendant was in plaintiff's service as a commereial traveller, 
Plait ff obtained for him from a certain railway company a 
ticket entitling defendant to travel over their line for twelve 
The conditions annexed to tt stated the ticket to be 
non-transferable, but when it was taken plaintiff and defendant 

ayreed that the latter should give it up whenever he quitted the 
Service. 

Held, nevertheless that an action for the detention of the 
ticket could not be maintained. 


” +}, 
WOM. 


This was an action to recover damages for the unlawful 
detention by defendant of a certain railway ticket alleged 
to be the property of the plaintiff. 

Mr. Fryer appeared for the plaintiff; and Mr. Floud for 
the defendant. 

it appeared that for some years past defendant had been 
in the employment of the plaintiff as a commercial traveller. 
About the end of the month of August last (1868) a new 
agreement was entered into between them. At the same 
time plaintiff applied to the South Devon Railway Company 
for a season ticket. The ticket was granted by the company 
on plaintiffs application. It was made out in defendant’s 
name, and enabled him to travel over the whole of the com- 
pany’s lines for a period of twelve months. Numerous con- 
ditions, contained in a printed paper, were annexe1 to the 
ticket. One of them was that the ticket should not be trans- 
ferred. Notwithstanding this, however, before the ticket 
was handed to the defendant, it was agreed between him 
and the plaintiff that it should only be used in plaintiff's 
service, and should be given up whenever the defendant 
should quit the employment. When the ticket was granted 
there was an agreement between plaintiff and the railway 
company to exchange it for one made out to a fresh tra- 
veller, if called on by plaintiff to do so. In October last, 
when the ticket had only run six weeks, disputes arose 
between thera, in consequence of which defendant ceased 
to be employed by plaintiff. The ticket was demanded 

of him, but defendant refused to give it up. It was ad- 
mitted that the railway company were, and always had 
been, ready to grant a fresh ticket, made out in the 
name of a new traveller, and to cover the unexpired 
term of the old ticket, if plaintiff would procure the old 
ticket and restore it tothem. ‘This he was, of course, un- 
able to do, and for several weeks he had been obliged to pay 
his traveller's railway fares. Defendant had pleaded a set- 
off, to which he claimed to be entitled for wrongful dismissal. 

His Honovr said that in this case claims which were 
maintainable were set up on both sides. The plaintiff’s case 
was this :—He was bringing an action for the detention of 
a non-transferable chose in action. The measure of damages 
in an action for the detention of goods or securities was al- 
ways the interest which the plaintiff possessed in the thing 
detained— What interest had plaintiff in this ticket, or what 
yal damage had he sustained by its detention. On the 
other hand the defendant claimed a set-off for unliquidated 
damages. No rule was more well-known than that a set- 


RUE 
would lie for. There wére technical legal difficulties in th 
way both of plaintiff and defendant. At the suggestion of 
his Honour, to obviate these, 

The case was compromised. 


Dec 9.—Foyer v. Hailtt, 

A certificate of the filing and registration of a composition 
deed under the hand of the chief registrar in bankruptey and the 
seal of the court is prima facie sufficient evidence that all the rp. 
quirements of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, have been duly complied 
with. 

This was an action to recover the sum of £3 18s. 344, for 
goods sold and delivered. The defendant had “given 
notice of a special ground of defence, alleging that he hag 
been bankrupt, and also that he entered into a certain eom. 
position deed with his creditors, duly made and executed jn 
conformity with the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 

Mr. Friend appeared for the plaintiff; Mr. Fryer was fop 
the defendant. 

Plaintiff proved the sale and delivery of the goods, during 
the year 1867, in the usual way. if 

For the defence Mr. Fryer put in a deed dated 28rd of 
February, 1868, and expressed to be made between the de. 
fendant of the first part, a trustec of the second part, and all 
the defendants creditors of the third part. By this deed 
defendant assigned all his property to the trustee upon trust 

to sell it and to rateably divide the procecds, according to 
the amounts of their debts, between ail the defendant's 
creditors. The deed had not been executed by any creditor 
whatever. It bore the usual memorandum on its face 
stating the day and hour at which it was brought into the 
office of the chief registrar for registration. He also put in 
a certificate of the filing and registration of the deed which 
was in the usual form, and was under the chief registrar's 
hand and the seal of the court. This decd contained a 
release purporting to have been given by all defendant's 
creditors. 

For the plaintiff, Mr. Friend objeeted that, without further 
proof, the deed was no answer to the action. Defendant 
must prove that the requirements of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1861, had been complied with, and, in particular, that the 
requisite number of written assents had been given. He 
further objected that a tender of some composition must be 
made to those creditors who had not assented. He cited 
Holliday v. Hinkes, 14 L. 'T. Rep. 

Serjeant Perensporrr said, that in almost all other cases 
of this kind some assenting creditors had signed the deed. 
Here, however, none had done so. Nevertheless he should 
hold that the certificate of registration was prima facie 
evidence that the requisite number of creditors had assented 
to the deed. The party impeaching the deed must show 
that the requisite number of creditors did not assent. The 
most recent cases on this subject decided that the certificate 
of registration was prima facie evidence that all the require- 
ments of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, had been complied with. 
At the same time it was not an estoppel; it left it open to 
the other party to show if he could that this was not the 
case, and that the decd was bad. On the other point, he 
had certainly held that where, by tho terms of the deed, 
promissory notes for the amount of the composition were to 
be given to the creditors he had certainly held it necessary 
that there should bea tender of them. But in ordinary 
cases such as this no tender was necded 

Plaintiff nonsuited. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Sir Grorce MarkHam Girrarp, Vice-Chancellor, has 
been appointed a Lord Justice of Appeal in Chancery, in suc- 
ecession to V.C. Wood, now Lord Hatherley. The new 
Lord Justice is a son of the late Admiral John Giffard, by 
Mary, daughter of the late Sir George Carter. He was born 
in 1818, and was educated at Winchester School, whence 
he proceeded to New College, Oxford, where he took the 
decree of B.C.L. in 1841. He was called to the Bar at the 
Inner Temple in November, 1840, and was created a Queen’s 
Counsel in 1858. In 1868 he was appointed Vice-Chancellor, 
on the promotion of Sir William Page Wood to the Lord 
Justiceship of Appeal. 








off never can consist of a claim for unliquidated damages ; 
the claim must be such as an action of indebitatus assumpsit 


Mr. SypnzxY Surrn Bext, First Puisne Judge of the Su- 
preme Court at the Cape of Good Hope, has been gazetted 
as Chief Justice ot that colony, in succession to the late Sir 
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William Hodges, deceased. Mr. Bell was called to the Bar 
at the Inner Temple in May, 1839, and has been a Puisne 
Judge at the Cape since 1851, 

Mr, Arruur Pzet, barrister, of the Northern Circuit, 
has been appointed Chief Justice of the Islands of Antigua 
and Montserrat. 

Mr. Coantes Tuomas Smiru, Barrister-at-Law, has been 

getted Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of the Cape of 
Good Hope, filling the vacancy caused by the promotion of 
Mr. Bell to be Chief Justice. Mr. Smith was called to the 
Bar at the Inner Temple in April, 1857, and has hitherto 
pretised on the Home Circuit, and at the Surrey Sessions. 


Mr. Ranpat Witttam M‘Donnett, of the Irish Bar, 
has been appointed Clerk of the Custodies in Dublin. He 
was called to the Bar in Ireland in Michaelmas Term, 1856. 


Mr. Epwarp Lirron, Master of Chancery in Ireland, has 
been recently sworn in a member of the Irish Privy Council. 
He was called to the Bar in Ireland in Easter Term, 1811, 
and has for many years filled the office of senior master in 
the High Court of Chancery. 


Mr. Wit1am LAnz Jornt, Solicitor, and Clerk of the 
Crown for the county of Limerick, has been appointed by 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland to the office of Crown and 
Treasury Solicitor in Ireland, in the place of Mr. Kemmis, 
deceased. Mr. Joynt was Lord Mayor of Dublin in 1866. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE, 


Lax.—Your letter would have been inserted if you had 
enclosed your card. 





Post-NUPTIAL SETTLEMENTS. 

[We are not able, in reply to ‘A Subscriber ” to cite a 
ease bearing upon the point raised under this head by him 
last week. Perhaps one of our Yeaders may be avie to do 
so, but we apprehend that if a person against whom an 
action for any tort is pending were to pay all his debts and 
make a voluntary settlement of his remaining property, 
and damages were afterwards recovered against him, the 
creditor in respect of those damages would be a person 
whose action is thereby delayed, in the words of the statute, 
and would be entitled to set aside the settlement to the ex- 
tent of his claim. Such a case would be analogous to the 
case of a voluntary assignment by a person who stands 
committed for trial on a charge of felony, which is voidable 
by the Crown in the event of his conviction. The debt in 
the case put by ‘¢ A Subscriber ” is a debt which arises sub- 

uently to the voluntary disposition which threatens to 
defeat it. It is therefore competent for the Court, on look- 
inginto the circumstances which attended the execution of 
the deed, to infer that the intent was to delay the creditor ; 
and we apprehend that in a case like that put by our 
correspondent, where a person voluntarily places his pro- 

y beyond his own control, peading an action for 
amages, the Court would infer that his intent was as wo have 
stated, on the ground expressed by Lord Hardwicke in 
Stileman vy. Ashdown, 2 ANG. 481, that the settlement was 
made with a view to the settlor being indebted at a future 
time.—Ed. 8. J.] 





DevisEE UNDER A WILL AN ATTESTING WITNESS To A 
Conicit. 


Sir,—In answer to a letter in your last number signed by 
an “ Articled Clerk,” I beg to say that if he will turn to 
Jarman on Wills, 2nd ed. vol. I. p. 60, he will see the follow- 
ing:—“ Where a testator by will devised property to his 
widow, and by codicil, to which she was a witness, con- 
firmed his will, it was held that the gift to her by the will 
remained unaffected,” &e.: Denne v. Wood, 4 L. J. (0. S.) 
57, Vice-Chancellor Leach. A. B.C. 





Tue Bankruptcy Act AMENDMENT Act, 1867. 


Sir,—On perusing this Act to ascertain the additional re- 
wag for registration of creditors’ deeds imposed by 
s Act, I find that by section 2 notice of leaving the list 
of liabilities and statement of assets of each debtor is to be 
aa in the London Gazette, and ‘‘in some one or more 
ly paper or papers circulating in the neighbourhood in 
Which the debtor resides or carries on his business.” 





In my neighbourhood, as in most parts of the country, 
we have no daily paper, but only the usual weekly country 
journal, the only daily papers circulating amongst us being 
the London ones. 

As the object of the Act was evidently to secure local 
publicity as a check upon fraudulent transactions, it appears 
to me that the insertion of the notice in a London daily 
paper—which is the only mode ef compliance with the Act 
under the circumstances above mentioned—is not at all 
likely to effect it, and the Act therefore fails in one of the 
most important results it was intended to accomplish. 

pe ce 

[The framers of the Act seem to have assumed that every 
‘neighbourhood ” has a daily paper. If this clause be as- 
similated to the 35th section of the Railways Regulation 
Act, 1868, and other enactments, by reading ‘‘ newspaper ”’ 
for ‘‘daily paper” the impossibility ceases; and this will be 
the best practical solution of the difficulty—Ep. S. J.] 





Costs IN COMPENSATION CASES. 


Sir,—Will any of your numerous correspondents be so 
good as to inform me what are the general principles which 
regulate the allowance of costs in cases where the com- 
pensation to be paid for property taken under the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act is assessed by a jury. I allude 
particularly to the preliminary items—the charges for 
maps, plans, and surveyors, and the amount of fees allowed 
to counsel. 

Perhaps Messrs. Kain & Co, the law accountants, who are 
considered generally to be authorities on questions of this 
nature, would favour me by replying to this. 


QUERY. 








Stamps on Promissory Norss. 


Sir,—I am culled upon to advise upon a promissory note 
which is in the words and figures following:— 

“ Manchester, Ist April, 1866. 
£ £500. 

{Stamp One Penny.] 

On demand I promise to pay A. B. or order £590, 
value received. ce. D.” 

I raised an objection that the stamp used was a wrong 
one, and that a five shilling one was requisite; and I com- 
forted my client with the a:surance that the Stamp Office 
could not upon any terms affix a proper stamp upon the in- 
strument. I was referred at once to your almanack for 
1869, where I find it stated under the head ‘‘ Bill stamps, 
bills of exchange, inland drafts or orders for payment, and 
promissory notes,” for any sum on demand, one penny. 

I thereupon turned to the 17 & 18 Vict. c. 83, and there, 
under the head ** promissory note,” I read, ‘* For upwards of 
£100, payable either to bearer on demand or in any other 
manner, not exceeding £500, 5s.” 

From all which I conclude that a five shilling stamp 
should have been used upon the promissory note for £500. 

I should esteem it a great, favour, and so I am very sure 
would many of your readers, if you would kindly say if I am 
mistaken, and if so, on what grounds. 

SENeEX. 





Law CLaAsses. 

Sir,—An inquiry was made in your journal a few weeks 
ago how to obtain legal instruction on moderate terms. 
Allow me to recommend the Legal Section at King’s Col- 
lege, London, where several law classes are held suitable 
for those who wish to study law for any purpose. There is 
one class specially for articled clerks, supplying an admitted 
want in the currieulum at the Law Institution. 

A Law Srvupent. 








Mr. James Disraeli, brother of the late Premier, who died 
on December 23, was for some years previously to 1858 (when 
he was appointed a Commissioner of Inland Revenue) 
Treasurer of the County Courts of Lincolnshire and Derbyshire. 

Tue Procgepurgs In Exection Petitrons.—Though the 
Election Judges have made no rule on the subject, it is under- 
stood to have been settled that English barristers who have 
seats in the House of Commons will not appear as counsel in 
election petition cases. On the other hand, the Scotch Solici- 
tor-General, who is member for the Wigton burghs, has 
already appeared in such a case at Edinburgh.—Palé Mali 
Gazette. 
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COUNTY COURTS. 

The following Order in Council has been made under the County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Act, 1868 (31 & 32, 
Vict. ec. 71):— 

Whereas by the County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction 
Act, 1868, it is, among other things enacted, that if at any 
time after the passing of that Act, it appears to her 
Majesty in Council, on the representation of the Lord 
Chancellor, expedient that any county court should have 
Admiralty jurisdiction, it shall be lawful for her Majesty, 
by Order in Council, to appoint that court to have Admi- 
ralty jurisdiction accordingly, and to assign to that court 
as its district for Admiralty purposes any part or parts of 
any cne or more district or districts of county courts 

And whereas a representation has been made by the 
Lord Chancellor, stating that the county courts mentioned 
in the first column of the schedule hereto annexed, marked 
A, should have Admiralty jurisdiction; and that such courts 
should have assigned to them as their respective districts fur 
Admiralty purposes the districts of the county courts, the 
names of which are printed in the second column of the 


said schedule, opposite to the names of tho said court 
respectively. 

Now, therefore, her Majesty having taken the said repre, 
sentation into consideration, by and with the advico of he 
Privy Council, is pleased to order and appoint, and it jy 
hereby ordered and appointed, that from and after the 3ig 
day of January, 1869, the county courts mentioned in the 
first column of the Schedule hereto annexed, marked 
shall have Admiralty jurisdiction. And her Majesty ig 
further pleased , by and with the advice aforesaid, to asgj 
to the courts hereby appointed to have Admiralty jurisdic. 
tion, as their respective districts for Admiralty p 
the distriets of the county courts, the names of which am 
printed in the second column of the said schedule, opposite 
to the names of the said courts respectively. 


Arrncr Hetrps, 





Scuepute A. 





Name of the Court appointed to have 
Admiralty Jurisdiction. 


The Districts of County Courts which are to be for Admiralty Purposes, the District of 
the Court, the name of which is printed in the First Column. 





The County Court of Northumberland 
holden at Newcastle-on-Tyne. 


The County Court of Durham holden at 
Sunderland. 

The County Court of Durham holden at 
Stockton and Middlesborough. 

The County Court of York holden at 

Tull 

The County Court of Lincolnshire holden 
at Great Grimsby. 

The County Court of Lincolnshire holden 
at Boston. 

The County Court of Norfolk holden 
King’s Lynn. 

The County Court of Suffolk holden 
Yarmouth. 

The County Court of Suffolk holden < 
Lowestoft. 

The County Court of Suffolk holden : 
Ipswich. 

The County Court of Essex holden 
Colchester. 

The City of London Court. 


The County Court of Kent holden 
Rochester. 

The County 
Ramsgate. 

The County Court of Kent holden 
Dover. 

The County 
Brighton. 

The County Court of Hampshire holden 
at Portsmouth. 

The Connty Court of Hampshire holden 
at Southampton, 

The County Court of Dorsetshire holden 
at Poole. 

The County Court of Dorsetshire holden 
at Dorchester. 

The County Court of Devonshire holden 
at Exeter. 

The County Court of Devonshire holden 
at Totnes and Churston Ferrers. 

The County Court of Devonshire holden 
at East Stonehouse. 

The County Court of Cornwall holden at 
Truro. 

The County Court of Devonshire holden 
at Barnstaple. 

TheCounty Court of Somersctshire holden 
at Bridgwater. 

The County Court of Gloucestershire 
holden at Bristol. 


Court of Kent holden 


Court of Sussex holden at 





The County Court of Northumberland holden at Berwick, Belford, Alnwick 
Morpeth, North Shields, and Newcastle-on-Tyne, and the County Court of 
Durham holden at Gateshead and South Shields. 

The County Court of Durham holden at Sunderland and Seaham. 


The County Court of Durham holden at Hartlepool, Stockton, and Middles. 
borough ; the County Court of Yorkshire holden at Stokesley and Whitby, 
The County Court of Yorkshire holden at Scarborough, Bridlington, Beverley, 
Hedon, Hull, Howden, and Goole. 

The County Court of Lincolnshire holden at Brigg, Great Grimsby, Louth, and 
Barton-on-Humber, } 

The County Court of Lincolnshire, holden at Bpilsby, Boston, Spalding, and 
Holbeach. ; 

The County Court of Cambridge holden at Wisbeach; tho County Court of 
Norfolk holden at King’s Lynn and Little Walsingham. 

The Connty Court of Norfolk holden at Holt, North Walsham, Great Yarmouth, 
and Norwich. 

The County Court of Suffolk holden at Beccles, Lowestoft, and Halesworth. 


The County Court of Suffolk holden at Framlingham, Woodbridge, and 
: Ipswich ; the County Court of Essex holdon at Harwich. 
The County Court of Essex holden at Colchester and Maldon. 


The County Court of Essex holden at Rochford, Brentwood, and Romford ; the 
County Court of Kent holden at Dartford, Gravesend, Greenwich, and Wool 
Wich ; the Southwark County Court of Surrey; the Bow County Court of 
Middlesex ; the Whitechapel County Court of Middlesex, and the City of 
London Court. 

The County Court of Kent holden at Rochester, Sheerness, Sittingbourne, and 
Faversham. 

The County Court of Kent holden at Canterbury, Margate, Ramsgate, Sand- 
wich, and Deal. , 

The County Court of Kent holden at Dover, Folkestone, Hythe, and Romney; 
the County Court of Sussex holden at Rye. . 

The County Court of Sussex holden at Hastings, Lewes, Brighton, Worthing, 
Arundel, and Chichester. 

ba Court of Hampshire holden at Portsmouth and Newport, Isle of 

ight. 

The County Court of Hampshire holden at Southampton and Lymington. 


The County Court of Hampshiro holden at Christchurch; the County Court of 
Dorsetshire holden at Poole, and Wareham, - 
The County Court of Dorsetshire holden at Dorchester, Weymouth, and Brid- 


port. 

The County Court of Devonshire holden at Axminster, Honiton, Exeter, and 
Newton Abbot. 

The County Court of Devonshire holden at Totnes, Churston Ferrers, and 
Kingsbridge, 

The County Court of Devonshire holden at East Stonehouse and ‘Tavistock ; the 
County Court of Cornwall holden at Liskeard. 

The County Court of Cornwall holden at Bodmin, St. Austell, Truro, Falmouth, 
Helston, Penzance, Redruth, St. Columb Major, and Camelford. 

™~ ~ ia Court of Devonshire holden at Holsworthy, Bideford, and Barn- 
staple. 

The County Court of Somerset holden at Williton, Bridgewater, and Weston+ 
super-Mare. 

The County Court of Gloucestershire holden at Bristol and Thornbury. 
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Admiralty Jurisdiction. 
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The Districts of County Courts which are to be for Admiralty Purposes, the District of 
the Court, the name of which is printed in the First Column. 





Tho County Court of Gloucestershire holden at Dursley, Gloucester, and 
Newnham. 
The County Court of Monmouthshire holden at Chepstow and Newport. 


The County Court of Gloucestershire 
holden at Gloucester. 

The County Court of Monmouthshire 
holden at Newport. 

The County Court of Glamorganshire 
holden at Cardiff. 

The County Court of Glamorganshire 
holden at Swansea. 

The County Court of Carmathenshire 
holden at Pembroke. 


The County Court of Glamorgan holden at Cardiff, Bridgend, and Cowbridge. 


The County Court of Glamorgan holden at Neath and Swansea; the County 
Court of Carmarthenshire holden at Llanelly and Carmarthen. 

The County Court of Carmarthenshire holden at Carmarthen and Newcastle- 
in-Emlyn ; the County Court of Pembrokeshire holden at Narberth, Pembroke, 
and Haverfordwest; the County Court of Cardiganshire holden at Cardigan 
and Aberayon. 

The County Court of Cardiganshire holden at Aberyswith; the County Court 
of Montgomeryshire holden at Machynlleth; the County Court of Merioneth- 
shire holden at Dolgelly ; the County Court of Carnarvonshire holden at 
Portmadoc, Pwllheli, Carnarvon, Bangor, and Conway; the County Court of 
Anglesea holden at Llangefni and Holyhead ; the County Court of Flintshire 
holden at St. Asaph, Rhy!, Holywell, and Mold. 

The County Court of Cheshire holden at Chester, Birkenhead, and Runcorn ; 
the County Court of Lancashire holden at Warrington, St. Helen's, Liver- 
pool, and Ormskirk. 

The County Court of Lancashire holden at Preston, Kirkham, Poulton-le- 
Fylde, Garstang, Lancaster, and Ulverstone. 

The County Court of Cumberland holden at Whitehaven, Cockermouth, Wig- 
ton, and Carlisle. 


The County Court of Carnarvonshire 
holden at Bangor. 


The County Court of Lancashire holden 
at Liverpool. 


The County Court of Lancashire holden 


at Preston. 
The County Court of Cumberland holden 


at Whitehaven, 











OBITUARY. 


SIR RICHARD MAYNE, K.C.B. 


We have to record the death of Sir Richard Mayne, 
K.C.B., who for so long a period filled the important office 
of Chief Commissioner of Metropolitan Police. Sir Richard 
who had been seriously ill for several days, died on Decem- 
ber 26, in the 78rd year of his age. He was the fourth son 
of the Hon. Edward Mayne, formerly one of the Judges 
of the Court of King’s Bench in Ireland. He was born 
in Dublin in 1796, and was educated first at Trinity 
College, Dublin, and afterwards at Trinity College, Cam- 
bridge, where he took his B.A. degree in 1718, and pro- 
ceeded M.A. in 1821. He was called to the Bar at 
Lincoln’s Inn in 1821, and went the Northern Cireuit. 
In 1829, on the establishment of the Metropolitan Police 
Force, in the Home Secretaryship of Sir Robert Peel, 
he was appointed Chief Commissioner of the Force. He 
was nominated a Companion of the Bath in 1847, and ad- 
vanced to K.C.B (civil division), at the time of the Great 
Exhibition of 1851. He married, in 1831, Georgina, eldest 
daughter of Mr. Thomas Carvick, of Wyke, Yorkshire, 
and Moat Mount, Highwood, Middlesex, by whom he leaves 
issue. 


MR. H. G. GRAZEBROOK. 

The death of Mr. Henry Goodison Grazebrook, Solicitor, 
of Chertsey, took place on the 17th December, at St. Leo- 
ards-on-Sea, whcre he had been staying for the benefit of 
his health. Mr. Grazebrook was certificated as an attorney 
in Michaelmas Term, 1848, and joined the old firm of 
Grazebrook & Clark, then under the control of Mr. Darley 
Grazebrook, on whose death he succeeded to the business. 
The late Mr. Grazebrook held for many years nearly all 
the public appointments in Chertsey, having been clerk to 
magistrates, clerk to the guardians, clerk to the Highway 
Board, and clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Pretmmary EXxAMrNarion. 

The Preliminary Examination in Genoral Knowledgo will 
take place on Wednesday the 12th and Thursday the 13th 
May, 1869, and will comprise :— 

1, Reading aloud a passage fyom some English author. 

2. Writing from dictation. 

3. English Grammar. 

4, Writing a short English composition. 

5. Arithmetic—A competent knowledge of tho first four 
rules, simple and compound. 





6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles. 
7. History—Questions on English History. 
8. Latin—Elementary knowledge of Latin. 
9. 1. Latin. 2. Greek, Ancient or Medern. 
4, German. 6. Spanish. 6. Italian. 4 
The Special Examiners have selected the following books, 
in which candidates will be examined in the subjects num- 
bered 9 at the Examination on the 12th and 13th May, 
1869 :— 
In Latin 


3. French. 


. Cicero, De Amicitia, or Virgil, neid, 
Book VI. 

In Greek . Euripides, Medea. 

In Modern Greek Bevrorts ‘Ioropia ris Amepixtis BiPaicy 

In French . . Chateaubriand, Voyage en Amérique, 
from page 267 to page 342, or Cor- 
neille, Cinna, ou Ia Clemence Auguste. 

. Schiller, Dreissigjiihriger Krieg, Second 
Part, Book III., or Géthe, Iphiginie 
auf Tauris. 

. Cervantes, Don Quixote, cap. xv. to xxx., 
both inclusive, or Moratin, El Si de 
las Ninas. 

. Manzoni’s I Promessi Sposi, cap. i. to viii., 
both inclusive, or Tasso’s Gerusalemme, 
4, 5, and 6 cantos ; and Volpe’s Eton 
Italian Grammar. 

With reference to the subjects numbered 9, cach candi- 
date will be examined in one language only, according to 
his selection. Candidates will have the choice of either of 
the above-mentioned works. 

The examinations will be held at the Incorporated Law 
Soeiety’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, and at some of the 
following Towns :—Birmingham, Brighton, Bristol, Cam- 
bridge, Cardiff, Carlisle, Carmarthen, Chester, Durham, 
Exeter, Lancaster, Leeds, Lincoln, Liverpool, Maidstone, 
Manchester, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Oxford, Plymouth, Salis- 
bury, Shrewsbury, Swansea, Worcester, York. 

Candidates are required by the Judges’ Orders to give one 
calendar month’s notice to the Incorporated Law Society, 
before the day appointed for the examination, of the language 
in which they propose to be examined, the place at which 
they wish to be examined, and their age and place of educa 
tion. All notices should be addressed to the Secretary of 
the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


In German. 
In Spanish . 


In Italian . 


HILARY EDUCATIONAL TERM, 1869. 
Prosrrcrus or tHe Lectures to be delivered during the 
ensuing Educational ‘Term, by the several Readers ap- 
pointed by the Inns of Court. 
Constitutronan Law anv Lrcaat Hisrory. 
The Reader on Constitutional Law and Legal History 
proposes to deliver, during the ensuing Educational Term, 
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six public lectures on “The History of some of the Chief 
Changes in English Civil Law, Criminal Law, and the 
System of Judicial Administration, which illustrate the 
Writings of Bentham.” 

With his private class, the Reader proposes to go through 
the principal Statutes, State Trials, Cases, and State Docu- 
ments, illustrating the History of the English Constitution 
and English Law from the beginning of the Reign of 
Charles I. to the end of the Reign of Charles IT. 

He will use Hallam’s Constitutional History, and Broom’s 
Constitutional Law, as his principal text-books. 


Eauiry. 

The Reader on Equity proposes to deliver, during the en- 
suing Educational Term, two courses of public lectures 
(there being six lectures in each course) on the following 
subjects :— 

An Elementary Course. 

I.—On the Rights and Liabilities of Married Women re- 
cogpised by Courts of Equity only. 

II.—On the Jurisdiction of Equity relating to waste. 

An Advanced Course. 

I.—On the Jurisdiction of Equity in matters of Account. 

II.—On Equitable Interference in Cases of Partnership. 

In the elementary private class the subjects discussed 
will be—The Jurisdiction of Equity in Relation to Con- 
tracts of Suretyship ; Trusts Charitable and Superstitious. 

In the advanced private class the lectures will eompre- 
hend—The Doctrine of Election; Relief in Cases of 
Fraud; Pleading and Evidence in Suits in Equity. 

Tue Law or Reat Prorerry, &c. 

The Reader on the Law of Real Property, &c., proposes 
to deliver, in the ensuing Educational Term,’twelve public 
lectures (there being six lectures in each course) on the 
following subjects :— 

Elementary Course. 

T.—On the 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, and the 23 & 24 Vict. c. 
88, continued from last Term’s Lectures on 
this subject. 

II.—On the Provisions of Lord Cranworth’s Act (23 & 
24 Vict. c. 145) as to Settlements, Wills, and 
Mortgages. 

Advanced Course. 

I.--On judgments and Crown Debts as charges on Land 
(1) as between the debtor and creditor; (2) 
as between the creditor and third parties. 

1T.—On Lapse. 

In the elementary Private Classes the Reader will con- 
tinue Lis course of Real Property Law, using, as a text- 
Look, Mr. Joshua Williams’ Principles of the Law of 
Real Property ; and in his advanced private classes he will 
discuss and explain the form, construction, and operation 
of the documents ~which are in most frequent use in Con- 
veyancing Practice. 

JURISPRUDENCE, CIVIL AND INTERNATIONAL Law. 

The Reader on Jurisprudence, Civil and International 
Law proposes, in the ensuing Educationnl Term, to deliver 
six public lectures on the following subjects :— 

I.—The History of the Roman Law from the Reigns of 
the Antonines until the Death of Justinian, 
with a Description of the Composition of the 
Corpus Juris Civilis. 

II.—Fraud (Dolus Malus), Duress (Metus), and Mistake 
(Error). 

III.—The Rules of Modern International Law relating 
to Neutral Trade with an Enemy, and Con- 
traband of War. 

In his private class, the Reader proposes to continue the 
course of Roman Civil Law, continuing the consideration ofthe 
Law of Contracts, using Sandars’ edition of Justinian’s Insti- 
tutes as the text-book. 

The Reader in his private class will also discuss points 
of International Law as to the “ International Rights of 
States in their Pacific Relations,” using the work of 
Wheaton as the text-book, and referring to the works of 
the principal modern Jurists, the decisions of the Admiralty 
and Prize Courts of England and America, the debates in 
Parliament, and State Papers relating to the cases under 
discussion. 

Common Law. 
The Reader on Common Law proposes to deliver, during 











the ensuing Educational Term, two courses (of six public 
lectures each) on the following subjects :— 


Elementary Course, 
I.—Ordinary Mercantile Transactions—Enumerated and 
Considered. 
II.—The Rules of Law and Statutory Provisions appli. 
cable to them. 
III.—The Proceedings at Nisi Prius and Proofs in ae: 
tions founded upon them. 


Advanced Course. 

I.—Contracts in Writing—their Requisites and Proper. 

ties. 

II.—The Remedies appropriate for Breaches of them, 

III.—The mode of Proving them. 

With his private classes the Reader will examine the 
above subjects seriatim, exemplify them by cases, and ex. 
plain them by references to the following books and 
treatises :— 

Elementary Class.—Smith’s Comp. Merca. Law and 
Leading Cases. ; 

Advanced Class.—Chitty on Contracts (last edition), and 
Roscoe on Evidence at Nisi Prius. 





Table of the days and hours for the delivery of the public 
lectures by the Readers appointed by the Inns of Court, 
and for the attendance of the private classes. 
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Notes.—The Educational Term commences on the 11th 
January, and ends on the 30th March. 

The first public lecture of this course will be delivered 
by the Reader on the Common Law, on Monday, 11th 
January, at 2 p.m. 

The first meeting of each private elass will take place on 
the usual morning or evening of meeting after the first 
public lecture on the same subject. 

Students who have been unable to attend a lecture or 
class of vither of the readers, and desire dispensation as 4 
qualification for call to the bar, should make applicatien, 
with an explanation of the cause of such absence, in 
writing, to the Reader during the course, or immediately 
after the delivery of the last public lecture of the course ; 
and the Reader’s report thereon, together with the applica- 
tion, will be forwarded to the Council of Legal Education, 
who alone have the power of granting dispensation. 

The Council have resolved that in no case shall students 
be allowed to change from the clementary to the advanced 
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coursesof lectures and classes, or vice versa, while qualifying 
for call to the bar, or for the examinations on the subjects 
of lectures and classes, 








COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Srrtincs 1n Hitary Term, 1869. 
LORD CHANCELLOR, V. C,. Sin JOHN STUART, 
Lincoln’s Inn. Lincoln’s Inn. 


Monday,Jan.11.. App. mtns, & apps. | Monday,Jan.11..Mtns. & causes. 
Tuesday ....!2..Petitions & apps. Tuesday ...012) quis, 

Wednesday i3..Appeals. Wednesday 13 tiny 

Thursday ..14..App.mtns.&apps. | Thursday ..14.. Mtns. and causes. 
Friday -...15 Friday ....15..Ptns. and causes. 
Saturday ..16 Saturday ..16..Sht.causes & caus. 
Monday ....18 > Appeals. Monday ....18 

Tuesday....19 Tuesday ....19 } Causes, 

Wednesday .20 Wednesday 20 

Thursday ..21..App mtns., & apps | Thursday ..21.. Motions & causes. 
Friday ....22 Friday......22..Petns, and causes, 
Saturday ..23 Saturday ..23..Sht. causes & caus. 
Monday ....25 

Tuesday . as] Causes. 
Wednesday 27 

Thursday ..28..Mtns. and causes. 
Friday......29..Petitions & causes. 
Saturday ..20..Sht. caus, & caus, 
Monday,Feb. 1..Causes. 


N.B.--Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 

No cause, motion for decree, or 
further consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 
marked to stand over, if it shall 
be within twelve of the last cause 
or matter in the printed paper of 
the day for hearing. 


V.C. Sin RICHARD MALINS. 
Thursday ..21,.Mtns. & gen. papr. 


Lincoln's Inn, 
Friday......22..General paper. 
y Petns., hwy caus,, | Monday,Jan.11..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Saturdsy ..232adj. sums., and | Tuesday ....l2 \ a 
“ sodas paper. Wednesday, .13 General paper. 
Monday ....25) Thursday ..14..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Tuesday... 20 General paper. briday ....15..Ptns. & gen. pa. 
Wednesday .27 Saturday ..16 Sht. causes, and 
Thursday ..28..Mtns, & gen. papr. general paper. 
Friday ....29..General paper, Monday ....18 
Ptns., sht. caus., | Tuesday ....19 » General paper. 
Saturday ..302 adj. sums., and | Wednesday 20 
general paper, Thursday ..21..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Monday,Feb. 1..General paper. Friday......22..Petns. & gen. pa. 
N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be Saturday . .23 ema causes and 
presented and copies left with the gen. pa. 


Appeals. 








Wednesday. .27 

Thursday ..28..App.mtns & apps. 
Friday ... 29..Appeais. 

Saturday ..30..Petitions & apps. 
Monday, Feb. 1..Appeals. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Chancery-lane. 
Monday,Jan.11..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Tuesday ....12 
Wednesday. .13 5 eneral paper. 
Thursday ..14..Mtns. & gen. pa, 
Friday ....15..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 

Saturday ..16) adj. sums., and 


general paper. 
Monday ....18 
Tuesday ...-19 ¢ General Paper. 


Wednesday. .20 








Secretary, on or before the Thurs- Monday rer 
day preceding the Saturday on Tuesday ....26 General paper. 
which it is intended they should | Wednesday. .27 
be heard; and any causes in- Tharsday ..28..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
tended to be heard as short causes | Friday......29..Petns. & gen. pa. 
must be so marked at least one Saturday ..30 Ie causes and 
clear day before the same can be general paper. 
put in the paper to be so heard. | Monday,Feb. 1. «General paper. 
ee N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
LORDS JUSTICES. | heard as short causes must be so 
Lincoln’s Inn, | marked at least one clear day be- 
} an.11..App. mtns. & apps, fore the same can be putin the 
ere ba X ms 2 ie | sa paper to be so heard. Adjourned 
Wednesday . is} Pons 


summonses will be heard as mo- 
Thursday . vhbs apmtonts apps. tions. 
tns, in lunacy, _M. D. 
Friday sald} am, ptns., bk. V.¢. = be be ee 
apps, & appeals. incoln’s Inn. 
Saturday ..16) 4 e Monday,Jan.11..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Monday ....18 PES ne noe AE General paper. 
Apps. from the | Wednesday .13 
Tuesday....19 4 County Palatine ef | Thursday ..14..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Lancaster & apps. | Friday......15..General paper. 





Wednesday .20.. Appeals. Petns., sht. caus., 
Thursday ..21..App mtns.& apps. | Saturday ..16j adj. sums., and 
Petitns. in lunacy, general paper. 


Monday ....18 
Tuesday....19 t General paper. 
Wednesday .20 
Thursday ..21..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Tuesday .... Friday......22,.General paper. 
Wednesday .27 Petns., sht. caus., 
Thursday ..28..App.mtns. & apps. | Saturday ..23{ adj. sums., and 
: Ptns. in lanacy. general paper. 
Friday ....29 app. ptns., bk., | Monday.....25 
apps.& appeals. Tuesday... ‘af General paper. 
Saturday ..30 y Ee Wednesday 27 
Monday,Feb. 1 } ppeais, Thursday ..28.,Mtns, & gen. pa. 
Notice.—The days (if any) on | Friday......29..General paper. 
which the Lords Justices shal! be Petns., sht. causes, 


Friday svat han petns., bk. 
apps., & apps, 
Saturday ..23 
25 
i, 








Monday .. Appeals. 





engaged in the Full Court, or at | Saturday ..30{ adj. sums., & gen. 
the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, are excepted. 


| paper. 
Monday,Feb. 1..General paper. 





QUEEN’S BENCH. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir A. E. Cocksurn, Bart., Lord Chief Jus- 
tice of her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench, in and after 
Hilary Term, 1869. 


In TERM. 

Middlesex. 
TUQRORY © <cndadesexadacs Jan. 12] Monday ..... .........Jan. 25 
Tuesday? “....52..5...-. » 19 


. ? . . . 
There will not be any sittings during Term in London. 
; AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 
Tuesday .......... escneRGlis PE POCMIEM in ccaxaieas Feb. 1€ 
_ The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days 
in Term, if not disposed of on those days, will be tried by 
adjournment on the days following each of such sitting days. 
The Court will sit at Nisi Prius on Mondays at half-past 
10 o'clock, and on all other days at 10 o’clock. 





COMMON PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir Witu1Ay Bovitt, Knt., Lord Chief Justice 
of her Majesty’s Court of Common Pleas, at Westminster, 
in and after Hilary Term, 1869. 

In Term. 
Middlesex. 

Tuesday Jan. 12 | Tuesday ...............0an. 26 

Taesday Ee a ae 
The Court will not sit in London during Term. 

AFTER TERM. 





Middlesex. London. 
EROMUBY: - scsscgsxeee css Feb. 2] Wednesday............ Feb. 10 
During this Term the Court will sit at Nisi Prius on 
cor at half-past 10 o’clock, and on all other days at 10 
o'clock, 





ELECTION PETITIONS. 
The following appointments have been made for the trial 
of Election Petitions :— 


_, Boroughs. Petitioners. Respondents. Days ofTrial 
Windsor Gardner Eykyn Jan. 12 
Norwich Tillett Stracey Jan. 14 
Bewdley Sturge €anr. Glass, Bart. Jan. 19 
Guildford Elkins & ors. Onslow Jan. 19 
Bradford Haley & ors. Ripley Jan. 25 
Bradford Storey € anr. _ Forster Jan. 25 
Stockport Hallam € anr. ‘Tipping Jan. 26 
Stockport Walton € anr. Smith Jan. 26 
Lichfield Anson Dyoit Jan. 26 
Warrington Crozier & ors. Rylands Feb. 1 
Westbury Laverton Phipps Feb. 2 
Wallingford Dilke, Bart. Vickers Feb. 2 
Cheltenham Gardner Samuelson Feb. 8 
Tamworth Hill & anr. { Belvo Bart. Feb. 9 
Stalybridge Ogden Sidebottom Feb. 9 
Westminster Beal & ors. Smith Feb. 12 
Hartlepools Gray & ors. Jackson Feb. 16 


It is understood that no further fixtures will be made at present. 








TREAKFAST.- AfeccrssrUL EXPERIMENT. —'] Le “Civil Service Gezette’ 
has the following interesting remarks :—‘‘ ‘There are very fow simple 
articles of iccd which cen Lowst to many valuable avd important 
dietary properties as cceca. While acting en the reves +s a gentle 
ftimulant, it provides the bedy wiih scne of the, urest elements cf 
nutriticn and at the same time corrcets and invigorates the acticn of 
the digestive organs. These bencficial cflects depend ina great 
measure upen the menrer of its prey aaticn, Lut of late ycars such 
clcse attenticn Fas becn given tothe growth ard treatment of cccoa, 
that there is po difficulty in sccuring it with cvery useful quality fully 
develojed. The singular sucecss which Mr. Epps attaincd by his 
homeopathic preparation of cocca has rever been surpassed by any 
experimentalist. Far snd wide the seputation of hpps’s Cocca has 
spread by the simple ft: ce of its own extraordinary merits. Medical 
men cf allshadescf opinicn heve agrecd in reccmmerdirg it as the 
sufest and most beneficial article of diet for persons of weak constitu- 
tions. ‘This suycricrity of a particular mcde of preparation over all 
others is a :emarkable proof of the great results to ke cbiained from 
little causes, By a thorough knowledge of the natural laws which 
govern the cpcrations of digesticn end nutrition, and by a careful 
application of the fine properties of well-selected cccoa, Mr. Epps bas 
provided cur bicakfast takles witha delicately flavcured beverage 
which may save us mary heavy dcctors’ bills. Itis by the judicious 
usecf such articies ¢f diet that a ccnstitution may Le gradually 
built up until strcrg cnorgh to resist every tendency to disease. 
Hundreds cf subtle maladies are floating around us ready to attack 
whe rever there isa weak point. We may escape many a fatal shaft 


by keeping ourselves weil fortified with pure blocd and a properly 
nourished frame.” 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Last Quotation, Dec, 31, 1868. 
(From the Oficial List of the aciual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent, Consols, 923 Annuities, April, 785 

Ditto for Account, Feb., 92 ; Do. (Red Sea T.) Ang. 1903 

8 per Cent. Reduced, 924 Ex Bills, £1000, per Ct.4pm 
Ditto, £500, Do 4pm 


New 3 per Cent., 924 £ 
Ditto, £100 & £200,4 pm 





Do. 33 per Cont., Jan. 794 
Do. 2 per Cent., Jan. 794 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 1043 


Ct. (last half-vear) 242 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— 


Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
{India Stk.,104p Ct.Apr.’74, Ind. Enf, Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 105, 
Ditto for Account 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July, 80 1124 
Ditto for Account, — 
Ditto 4 per Ceas., Oct. 88 1023 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 914 


Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 

April, 764 — 
Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 105 
Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000 6 pm 








RAILWAY STOCK. 


Bank of England Stock, 4 per 


Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 109% 


Ditto, ditto, under £100d, 20 pm 


——— ee, 
——— nee 


Clerks’ Dining Company (Limited).—Upon a petition proferred Ang 2 
it was ordered that the above company be wound up, and Joh,’ 
Westby Gibson, of !, Tokenhouse-yard, be appointed official liquidator 
Creditors are required, on or before Feb 1, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ge, 
Mackenzie Lucius, Henry Spooner, and Henry William Trinder, 
Rood-lane. Monday, Feb 15 at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the;debts and claims. 4 

Ipstones Park Colliery Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Giffarg 
has, by an order dated Dec 19, ordered that the above company pg 
wound np. Peacock & Goddard, South-sq, Gray’s-inn, solicitors for 
the petitioners. 

Prestatyn Colliery Company (Limited and Reduced).—Petition, presenteg 
to the Lord Chancellor on July i4, for reducing the capital from 
£100,000 to £35,000, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Giffard, on Jan 16. 

St Nazaire Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan 21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to John Young, of 16, Tokenhouse-yard, Monday, 
Feb 1 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debtg 
and claims, 


3 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
82nd Starr Bowkett Benefit Building Society. —Petition for winding-up 
presented Dec 17, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls, 
on Jan 16. Greenhill, Gracechurch-st, solicitur for the petitioners, 
Coetmor Benefit Building Society. —'The Master of the Rolls has, by an 



































Bhres.| Railways. |Paid, | Closing prices 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ........cccccccscscscssesseeee| 100 76 
Stock | Caledonian............. 100 74} 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western .. 100 9) 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 100 4g 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No.2 100 8 
Stock | Great Northern ...... 100 1064 
Stock; Do.,A Stock* .. svonvabvnvaeren} 200 107¢ 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland; 100 97 
Stock | Great Western—Original ......sseceseeee| 100 48 
Stock; Do., West Midland—Oxford ccosvast BOO 23 
Stock |  Do.,do.—Newport ssccccovee 100 31 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ........ 109 128 
Stock | London, Brighton, ahd South Coast.. 100 49) 
Stock | Lor don, Chatham, and Dover.......... 100 iW 
Stock | Loadon and North-Western... 109 112 
Stock | London and South-Western 100 874 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln.. 100 46 3 
Stock | Metropolitan sesadhwebeaeuce 108 105 
Brock | Midland .......sescooreosssivessseesse 100 1123 
Stock; Do., Birmingham and Derby 100 80 
Stock | North British ..... — 100 325 
Stock | North London ... 100 123 
Stock | North Staffordshire.. 100 55 
Stock | South Devon ..ece...0e 100 44 
Stock | South-Eastern ... 100 79 
Stock | Do., Deferred ..... 483 

Stock | Taff Vale........00. aiekases | 100 148 














* A receives no dividend antil 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 





Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
The business of this week was of course interrupted by Christ- 
mas and its influences, and a day or two elapsed before business 
returned at all to its previous condition. When, however, 
it was resumed, the anticipations of a quiet settlement 
of the Greek difficulty soon operated favourably, the share and 
foreign markets being the first to move upwards. The funds 
now exhibit a decided improvement, foreign securities are 
buoyant, and the railway market shows prices on the increase. 
A prospectus is just issued of the General Accident Insur- 
ance Company (Limited), capital £250,000 in 50,000 £5 shares, 
This company proposes to reduce the premiums payable by 
those who have insured for five years without claim. It also 
proposes to insure £300, or £2 a week, in case of injury, for 
an annual sovereign. The business is to comprise accidental 
insurance, annuities and fidelity guarantees. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
WILKINSON—On Dec. 22, the wife of John Wilkinson, of 1, Cam- 
biidge-place, Regent’s-park, 28, and John-street, Bedford-row, of a 


daughter. 
DEATHS. 
CONDIE—On Dec, 29, at Blackfriars House, Perth, N.B., G. Condie, 
Esq., Solicitor, aged 40. 
SHANKS—Ou Dec. 24, at Richmond, Thomas Shanks, Esq., for forty- 
seven years the Clerk of Sir Fitzroy Kelly. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


GMinding-up of Foint Stock Companies 
Fripay, Dec, 25, 1868, 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 
Birtle Spinning Company (Limited).—The Vice-Chancellor ot the County 
Palatine of Lancaster has, by an order dated Dec 22, ordered that the 
voluntary winding-up of the above company be continued. The 


District Registrar has fixed Jan 5 at 1, at his office, Cross-st-chambers, 
Manch, to proceed in the appointment of a third liquidator. Cross- 


order dated Dec 19, ordered that the above company be wound up, 
Byrne, Whitehall-pl, solicitor for the petitioners. 


Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tvespay, Dec. 29, 1868. 
Old Free Gift Friendly Society, Crown Inn, Low Town, Pudsey, York, 
Dec4. 
United Friends of Humanity, Cock Tavern, Grafton-st, Scho. Dee 15, 
Victoria Lodge of Oddfellows, King’s Head Inn, Newtown, Montgomery, 
Noy 27. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faipay, Dec. 25, 1868, 
Armit, Louis John Amedee, Five Oaks, Jersey, Lieutenant-Colonel 
Jan 31. Armit v Hipkins, V.C. Giffard. 
Edge, Saml Eaton, Ramsgate, Kent, Esq. Cunliffe v Coote, 
V.C. Giffard. 
Garniss, Wm Hy, & Chas Garniss, Lpool, Dry Salters. Feb12. Garniss 
v Langton, V.C. Stuart. 

Goold, Matilda, Gt Marylebone-st, Jan 31. Jessel v Goold, V.C. Giffard. 
Hildebrand, Rev John Biggs, Kibworth, Leicester, Clerk. Feb 5, 
Hildebrand v Hildebrand, V.C. Stuart. 
James, Geo Alex, Essex-st, Strand, Gent, Jan 21. 

V.C, Malins. 
Nevill, Christina, Leamington, Warwick, Spinster. 
Russell v Norris, M. R. 
Peterkin, Wm, Rye-lane, Peckham, Baker. Jan 20. 
kin, V.C. Giffard. 
Feb |. 


Rice, Martha, Bargate, Derby, Spinster. 
Jan 23, Creed » The Southwark Bridge 


Jan 1, 


Squire v Pearson, 


Jan 28. Watts- 


Snowball v Petere 


Richardson v Broom- 
head, V.C. Stuart. 


Southwark Bridge Company. 
Company, M. R. 


TusEsDaY, Dec, 29, 1868. 


Wilcox, Joseph, Stretton-upon-Dunsmore, Warwick, Gent. 
Neale v Wilcox, V.C, Malins. 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Fray, Dec, 25, 1868, 

Amphlett, John, Kydney, Gloucester, Esq. Feb 1. Marcy, Bewdley. 

Attree, Richd Wakeford, New-st, Spring-gardens, Surveyor. Jan 25, 
Albrey, Midhurst. 

Baker, Robt, Beech-st, Barbican, Baker, 
lane, Cannon-st. 

Brown, Thos, Birm, German Silver Caster. Jan 25. Parry, Birm. 

Craven, Fredk, Tollington-rd, Holloway, out of business, April 1. 
Digby & Sharp, Clement’s-lane, Lombard.st. 

Dorrien, Hy John, Portsmouth, Agent of the Bank of England. Feb 1. 
Hellard & Son, Portsmouth. 

Duncan, Thos, Lpool, Water Engineer. Feb 1. 2. 

Entwisle, ;Betty, Swinton, Lancaster, Widow. Weston & 
Grover, Manch. 

Entwisle, Peter, Swinton, Lancaster, Coal Dealer. Feb 23. Weston & 

Grover, Manch. 

Knott, Leonidas Baker, New Cross-rd, Deptford, Gent. Feb1. Pritchard 
& Son, Doctors’-commons, 

en Robt, Ipswich, Suffolk, Gent. Jan 30. Notcutt & Son, Ips- 

wich. 

Pudney, Robt Jas, Earls Colne, Essex, Farmer. March2l, Beaumoat. 
Gt Coggeshall. 

~~" Master of the barquo Arabistan. Jan J1. Smith, Ar- 

roath. 

Spencer, Louisa Fitzgerald, Bromley Lodge, Tulse-hill, Spinster. Jan 

30. Heath, Ba-inghall-st. 


Teylor, Rev Geo, Tatsfield Rectory, Surrey, Clerk. Feb 1. Aunesley, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Thackwray, Wm Todd, Knox in Bilton-with-Harrowgate, York, Farmer. 
Feb1. Hirst & Capes, Knaresbro’. 

Turner, Margaret, Southend, Croydon, Widow. Jan 30. Richardson, 
Southbridge-lane, Croydon. 


Jan 22, 


Jan 31. Drake & Co, Cloak- 


Evans, Lpoo 
Fed 23, 


Ward, Margaret, Norton, Durham, Spinster. March 1, Dodds & 
Trotter, Stockton. 
Wescomb, Jane, Thrumpton Hall, Nottingham, Widow. Feb 18 


Dangerfield & Fraser, Craven-st, Charing-cross. 
TugspaY, Dec. 29, 1868. 





land, Bury, solicitor for the petitioner. 





Blott, Alfred Denny, Oxford, Deputy Steward. Feb 3. Mallam. 
Oxford. 
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—— 
Culiiford, Jane, Kingsdown, Bristol, Widow. March 1, Bridges & Co, 
d Lion-sq. 
Pay rer, Wm Loxham, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Esq. Jan 31. Farrer & Co, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Taylor, Mark, Blewbury, Berks, Yeoman. Feb 28. Hurford & Taylor, 
urnival’s inn. 
meiner, Maria, Peterborough Lodge, Finchley New-rd, Widew. March 
|, Finney, Furnival’s-inn. 
Wemyss, Right Hon Lady Isabella, Kensington Palace, Widow. Jan 7. 
Twiss, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
Wright, Hy, Grange-rd, Upper Norwood, Gent. Jan 30. Kingsford & 
Dormar, Essex-st, Strand, 


Beeds vegistered pursuant to Gankruptey Act, 1661. 
Farpay, Dec. 25, 1868. 

Ambery, John Wm Barrett, Stockport, Tailor. Dec 1. Comp. Reg 
Dec 23. 

Ash, Edwd, Percy-st, Tottenham-ct-rd, Auctioneer. Dec 22, Comp. 
Reg Dec 23. : 

Bailey, Fanny, Lpool, Fish Saleswoman, Nov 30, Comp, Reg Dec 24, 

Bailey, Fras, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Bootmaker. Dec 15, Comp. 
Reg Dee 22. 

Bilton, Jolin, Leicester, Oilman. 

Birks, Geo, Silverdale, Stafford, Grocer. 


Dec 22. 

Blackburn, Jolin, Bradford, York, Grocer. Dec 1. Asst. Reg Dec 24. 

Cassere, John, Wolverhampton, Statford, Furniture Dealer. Dec 1. 
Asst. Reg Dec 23. 

Chalmers, John, & Johu Ferguson, Stationers’ Hall-ct, Publishers. 
Nov 3. Asst. Reg Dee 23, 





Nov 30. Comp. Reg Dec 23, 
Noy 26, Assurance. Reg { 


Clemesha, apa, Fleetwood, Lancaster, Grocer, Nov 26. Comp. 
Reg Dec 24. 
Davies, Jolin, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Upholsterer, Dec 1, Comp. 


Reg Dec 24. 
Dabbs, Alfred, & John Alfred Clark, Castle-st East, Oxford-st, Importers 
of Foreign Goods. Nov 24. Comp. Reg Dec 24. 
Ellis, Jas Parker, Torquay, Devon, Hairdresser. Novy 26. Asst. Reg 
2 


Dec 24. 
Grellet, Hy Robt, Fredk John Price, & Wm Howley Burder, Savage- 
gardens, Cratched-friars, Ships Machinists. Nov 24. Asst. Keg 
Cc 23. 
Hicks, Joseph, Thoydon-rd, Victoria-pk, Commercial Traveller. Dec 9. 
Asst. Reg Dec 23. 
Hodges, Jas Clifford, King William-st, Gent. Dec 15. Comp, Reg 
Cc 22, 
Kennedy, Thos Fras, Salford, Lancaster, Clothier, Nov 6. Asst. Reg 
Dec 23 


c 23. 
—- Jas, Manch, Lithographic Printer. Nov 28. Asst. Reg 
Dec 24. 


Little, Geo, Manch, Comm Agent. Dec8. Asst. Reg Dec 24. 
Macer, Edwd, Wistow, Huntingdon, Jobber. Dec 3, Asst. Reg 
23 


Dec 23. 
“Tt Fredk Lewis, Robert-st, Adelphi. Dec 19, Comp. Reg 


c 23. 
Marendaz, Fras Hy,Gt Newport-st, Russia Mat Dealer. Nov 26, Asst. 
Reg Dec 23, 
cor Robt, Gt Wigston, Leicester, Miller. Nov 28, Asst. Reg 
2 


Cae, 
Noble, Wm, Hare-st, Woolwich, Stay Manufacturer. Dec 3. Comp. 
Reg Dec 23, 
Paynes ‘Va Smethwick, Stafford, Coal Dealer. Dec 11. Comp. Reg 
ce 22. 
Redington, Richd Burcham, Sawbridgeworth, Herts, 
Clerk. Nov 23. Comp. Reg Dec 21. 
Richards, Wm, Tomypandy, Glamorgan, Builder. Dec 22, Comp. 
Reg Deo 24. 


Reg Dec 23, 
Comp. Reg 


Commercial 


Richmond, Thos, Kennington-rd, Clerk. Dec 18. Comp. 

en, Hy Geo, Kingston-on-Thames, Grocer. Nov 26, 
lec 23, 

pense, Gabriel, Ulverston, Lancaster, Draper. Nov 30. Asst. Reg 


¢ 23, 

Speight, Joseph, Bradford, York, Tailor. Dec 10. Comp. Reg Dec 22. 

Sutton, John, Stroud, Gloucester, Cloth Merchant, Dec 5. Comp, 
Reg Dec 24. 

— Geo, Treforest, Glamorgan, Grocer. Dec 12. Comp. Reg 
Dec 23. 

ws John, Lupus-st, Pimlico, Grocer. Dec 22, Comp, Reg 

2 


c 23. 

Toftley, Paul, sen, & Paul Toffley, jun, Richmond-mews West, Padding- 
ton, Stone Masous, Dec 17. Comp. Reg Dec 23. 

Welford, Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Plumber, Nov 16. Asst, Reg 


Dec 24, 
Tuespay, Dec. 29, 1868. 
Bateman, Wm, Lpool, Tea Dealer, Decl. Asst. Reg Dec 28. 
Bellingham, Robt, Church Stretton, Salop, General Dealer. 
Asst. Reg Dec 26. 
TO Benj, Hackney-road, Boot Manufacturer. Dec 10. Comp. 
ig Dec 29. 
ye, Alfred, Swansea, Glamorgan, Builder. Dec 11. Comp. 
g Dec 28, 
Oueper, Joseph, Morley, nr Leeds, York, Manufacturer. Dec 7. Comp. 
g Dec 26. ® 
Daniel, Joseph, & John Hampson, Burslem, Stafford, Earthenware 
Manufacturers. Novy 20, Asst. Reg Dec 26. 
oo. Walter Bruce, Bristol, out of business. Decl, Comp, Reg 


cc 28, 
as ye Joseph, Bakewell, Derby, Watch Maker. Decl. Comp. Reg 
Cc 28. 


Harrison, John, Manch, Confectioner. Dec 19. Comp. Reg Dec 29. 
Tae, ae Northampton, Boet Manufacturer. Dec 19. Comp. Reg 


Jones, Hy ‘Phos, Bristol, Builder. Doc 7. Asst. Reg Dec 26. 
ag Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Irenmonger. Dec 1, Asst. 
26 


Dec 5. 


ag oy Pennington, Harbleton, Sussex, Farmer. ; Nov30. Asst, Reg 
ec 28, 
Micklethwaite, Geo Danl, Dewsbury, York, Wool Merchant. Dec 10. 


Asst, Reg Dec 29. 
Payne, Wm, Minster, Kent, Farmer. Dec 12. Comp. Reg Dec 29. 


ae, Richd, Blackburn, Lancaster, Saddler. Novl19,. Asst. Reg 
ec 26. 
Richardson, Isaac, Hanley, Stafford, Grocer. Dec 4. Comp. Reg 


Dec 29. 
Riley, Joseph, Halifax, York, Grocer. Dec 12. Asst. Reg Dec 29. 
Robinson, John Haylock, Middlesex-st, Hornsey-rd, Confectioner. Nov 
27. Inspectorship. Rez Dec 23. 
Jas, Falmouth, Cornwall, Sailmaker. Dec 8. Comp. Reg 


Dec 26. 
Reg 


Russell, Hy, King-st, Covent-garden, Grocer. Dec 3. Comp. 
Dec 26. 

Sankey, John, Birkenhead, Chester, Blacksmith. Nov 30. Comp. Reg 
Dec 26. 


Sexomm, Jomgm Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Nov 30. Asst, Reg 

Dec 26. 

Tiencken, Hy, Rectory-sq, Stepney-green, Draper’s Assistant. Nov 30. 
Comp. Reg Dec 28. 

Unthank, Thos, Redcar, York, Ironmonger. Nov 26. 
Reg Dec 26. 

Young, Thos, Slough, Bucks, 
Reg Dec 29. 


Inspectorship. 


Licensed Victualler. Dec 2. Asst. 
Sankcrupts. 

To Surrender in London. 

Fripay, Dec, 25, 1868. 

Allen, Fredk Fras, & Thos Stephens Allen, Weldon, Northampton, 

Parchment Makers. Pet Dec 24. Roche. Jan 6 atl. Rooks & Co, 

King-st, Cheapside. 

Armstrong, Fredk, Rochester, Kent, Clerk. Pet Dec 21. Murray. 

Jan llat 12. Walter & Moojen, Southampton-st, Bloomsbury. 

Armstrong, Fredk, Richmond-pl, Plumstead, Blacksmith. Pet Dec 

21. Pepys. Jan7at2. Buchanan, Basinghall-st, 

Bennett, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 21 (for pau). Mur- 

ray. Janllatil. Dobie, Gresham-st. 

Blackmore, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 21 (for pau). 

Brougham. Jan 20 atl. Biddies, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 


Booth, Saml, Thame, Oxford, Chemist. Pet Dec 17. Pepys. Jan 7 
atll. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 
Bragg, Aston, Twickenham, Artist. Pet Dec 23. Roche. Jan 13 at 


ll. Johnson, St Martin’s-ct, St Martin’s-lane. 

Bragg, Rob’, Prisouer for Debt, London, Pet Dec 22 (for pau), Pepys. 

Jan7atl. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Estcourt, Saml, Hy Brunell, & Joseph Cox, Gutter-lane, Woollen 

Warehousemen, Pet Dec 23. Roche. Jau6atl. Parker & Co, St 

Paul’s-churchyard. 

Buck, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Dec19. Murray. Jan 
13 at 11. 

Byrd, Anthony, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dee 19 (for pau). 

Pepys. Jan7 at 12, Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Cade, Edwd, Mount-gardens, Westminster-bridge-rd, Carpenter. 
Dec 23. Pepys. Jan 14at1. Warner, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Chambers, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Dec 19. 
Jan 13 at 1). 

Clark, Geo Delianson, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Dec 19. Mur- 


ray. Jan 13 at ll. 
Cooper, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Dec 19 (for pau). 


Pet 


Murray. 


Brougham. Jan 2@at1. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Cording, Hy, Hoxton-st, Hoxtor, Tailor. Pet Dec 21. Murray. Jan 
ll at 12. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Dudley, Geo, King’s Cross-rd, Cheesemonger. Pet Dec 22. Pepys. 
Jan 14ati2. Seale, Frederick-st, Gray’s-inn-rd. 

Eames, Thos, Benfield-st, York-rd, Battersea, Builder. Pet Dec 22. 
Jan 20 at 2. Poncione, jun, Raymond-bldgs, Gray’s-inn. 

Faril, Jas, Falcon-st, Mineral Oil Manufacturer. Pet Dec 22. Pepys. 


Jan l4at 12. Brown Weaver’s Hall, Basinghall-st. 
Fiaxman, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Dec 17. Jan 25 at 11. 
Gabrielli, Guiseppe, Cleveland-ter-gardens, Kensington, Painter. Pet 
Dec 21. Jan 20at12, Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st, 
Gooch, Simon Robt, Archer-villas, Westbourne-grove, Bayswater, 
Plumber. Pet Dec2l. Murray. Janllatl. Godfrey, Hatton- 
arden. 
Gustick, Jesse, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 21, Murray. Jan 
ll atl. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn, 
Griffin, Wm, Chalk Farm, Farnborough, Kent, Farmer. Pet Dec 19. 
Jan7 atl. Poncione, Raymond-bldgs, Gray’s-inn, 


Pepys. 

Hartley, Walter, Lower Thames-st, out of business. Pet Dec 21. 
Pepys. Jan7at2. Breden, Union-ct, Old Broad-st. 

Hyams, Jacob, Wentworth-st, Spitalfields, Greengrocer. Pet Dec 22. 
Jan 20 atl. Poole, Bartholomew-close. 4 

Emile, Jaumenne, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Dec 17. Jan 25 


at ll. 
Jeffries, Chas Gideon, Middleton-rd, Hornsey, Builder. Pet Dec 17. 
Pepys. Jan7at12, Keene & Co, Lower Thames-st. 
Jones, Catherine. Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Dec 21, Jan 25 


at 12. 
Lardner, Wm, Oxford-market, out of business, Pet Dec 23, Pepys. 
Jan 14atl. Hunter & Co, Lincoln’s-inn. ; 
Leale, Andrew Stephen, New Barnet, Herts, out of business. Pet Dec 
22. Murray. Jan tlatl. Beard, Basinghall-st. 
Lingard, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Dec 17. Jan 25 atll., 
Marendaz, Geo David, Hadley-st, ;Prince of Wales-rd, Kentish-town, 


Dealer in Russia Mats. Pet Dec2!. Pepys. Jan7at2. Godfrey, 

Hattcn-garden. : 
Napper, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Petworth. Adj Decl9. Jan 20 
Pet Dec 


at 2. c ’ 
Norris, Thos, Cattle Market, Islington, Licensed Victualler. 

21. Roche. Jan6at1l. Hammond, Farnival’s-inn, Holborn. 
North, John Chas, Thurlow-villas, West Dulwich, Builder. Pet Dec 


"3. 7 at2. Jones, New-inn, Strand, 
[hg F 6 é 18 (for pau). Pepys. 


Noyce, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 





26. 
iten. Jolin, Barnston, Chester, out of business. Nov 30. Comp. Reg 


Jan l4at12. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
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Jan 18 at 12. Wood, Basinghall-st. 
Rainholt, Aust, Lloyd-sq, Clerkenwell, Wholesale Milliner. 
15. Jan 25 at12. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 


Virgin Tiu Mine Roche, 
ham-st. 

Rice, Hy, Brighton, Sussex, Schoolmaster. 
Jan ll at l2. Smith & Co, Bread-st. 


Pet Dec 18. Jan 18 at 2. 


Pet Dec 21. 


Sipless, Maria Eliza, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 18 (for pan). 


Brougham. Jan 18 at2. Watson, Basinghall-st. 


Smither, Wm, Caterham, Surrey, Plumber. Pet Dec 22. Jan 20 at 1. 
Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Sutcliff-,*R-bt, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Dec 18. Jan25 
at ll. 

Tippett, Hy. High Holborn, Clerk. Pet Dec 2!. Pepys. Jan 7 at 2. 
Scoit, Guildfurd-st, Russell-sq. 

Turnbull, Wm, Hampstead-rd, Surgeon. Pet Dec 18. Pepys. Jan7 


at 12. Davies, Furnival’s-inn. 


Werry, Nathaniel Wm, Aldershot, Ensign in H. M.’s 20ih Foot. Pet 


Dec 23. Pepys. Jan ld4at 1. Vyner, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn, 


Place, Thos John, Dorset-st, Salisbury-sq, out of employ. Pet Dec 17. 
Pet Dec 


Reynolds, Wm, Doynton-st, Highgate-rd. Part Proprietor in the Wheal 
Dobie, Gres- 


Murray. 


White, Jas, Ledbury-rd, Bayswater, Boot Maker, Pet Dec 18. Tlepys. 
Jan7atl. Nind, Basinghall-st. 
Wiley, Thes Wm, Wood-st North, King’s-sq, Baker. Pet Dec 23. Jan 


20 at 2. Ricketts, Frederick-st, Gray’s-inn. 
Wing, Win Wisking, Glyndon-st, Plumstead, Carpenter. 
Murray. Jan ll at2. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Adamson, Geo, Dartmouth, Devon, Brickmaker. 
Churston Ferrers, Jan 2 at 12. 
Andrew, Geo, Manch, Joiner. 


Pet Dec 15. 
Nelson, Dartmouth. 
Pet Dec 21. Kay. 


930. Fox, Manch. | 
Armitage, Tlios, Leicester. Elastic Webb Manufacturer. Pet Dec 12. ; 
Tudor. Birm, Jan 12 at ll. Stevenson, Leicester. 
Asht n, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Fishing Boat Owner. Pet Dec 21. 


Gibson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jan 12 at 12. 
West Hartlepool. 

Baker, Wm, Burnham, Somerset, Plumber. Pet Dec 16. 
Weston-super-Mare, Jan 4 atll. Brice, Burnham. 

Barker, Joseph, Hunslet, Leeds, out of business. Pet Dec 22. 
shail. Leeds, Jan 8at 12. Shackleton & Whitely, Leeds. 
Bartlett, Geo, Chitterne All Saints, Wilts, Baker. 
Ponting. Warmiuster, Jan9 at 12. Wakeman, Warminster. 
Blake, Remigius, Monkwearmouth, Durham, File Manufacturer. 

Dec 2i. Ellis. Sunderland, Jan 8 at 12. Botterell, Sunderland. 
Bonnett, Sam!, Tranmere, Chester, Grocer. Pet Dec 21. 
Birkenhead, Jan 8 at 2. Anderson, Birkenhead. 
Bragg, Abraham, Chard, Somerset, Baker. Pet Dec 11. 
Sat). Pauli, Imiuster. 
Brewer, Edwd, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Painter. 
Postlethwaite. Ulverston, Jan 4 at 10. 
Colley, Enoch, Birctells, Stafford, Miner. 
at 12. Brevitt, Dariaston. 
Crampton, Anthony, Sunderland, Darham, Draper. 


Jackson, Ulverston. 
Pet Dec 22. 


Sunderland. 

Crompton, Jas, Ty ldes'ey, nr Manch, Provision Dealer. 
Holden. Lancaster, Jan 13at 1. Ramwell, Bolton. 
Davis, Saul, Kislingbury, Northampton, Baker. 

Northampton, Jan 9 at 10. White, Northampton. 
Dobson, Jas, Brighton, Builder’s Foreman, Pet Dec 18. 
Brighton, Jan Gat lt. Runnactes, Brighton. 
Duckett, Wm, Lpool, Dealer in Glass, Pet Dec 21. 
Jan7 at 3. Llackhurst, Lpool. 


Evershed. 


Hime. 


Turnbull & Bell, 
Davies. 

Mar- 
‘Pet Dec 22. 
Pet 
Wason. 
Exeter, Jan 
Pet Dec 17. 


Walsall, Jan 5 


Adj Nov 19. 
Pet Dec 23. Dennis. 


Lpool, 


Pet Dec 22. 


Bryett. 


Manch, Jan 12 at j 


Pet Dec 19. | 
Gibson. Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Jan 8 at 12.30. Oliver & Botterall, 


Evans, Jas, Wolveihampton, Stafford, Corn Factor. Pet Dec 21. Birm, 


Jan 4 at 12. Green, Wolverhampton. 

Fleming, Wm, jun, Gorleston, Suffolk, Fish Merchant. Pet Dec 21. 
Chamberlin. Gt Yarmouth, Jan9 at 12. Diver, Gt Yarmouth. 

Goidberg, Sum], Prisoner for Debt, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

), Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jun 12 at 12, 

castle-upon ‘Tyne. 

Goodier, Jas, Salford, Manch, Pattern Maker for Machinery. Pet Dec 
21, Kay. Manch, Jan 14 at 9.20. Horner, Manch. 

Goosey, Alfred, Houghton Regis, Bedford, Baker. Pet Dec 10. Austin. 
Luton, Jan4 at ll. Neve, Luton, 


Hoyle, New- 


Greenwood, Er, Four-lane Ends, Lancaster, Coal miner. Pet Dec 21. 
Hartley. Burnley, Janll at 3, Hartley, Burnley. 
Hail, Thos, Catierick, York, Tailor. Pet Dec2l. Tomlin. Richmond. 


Dec 30 at 10 Robinson, Richmond. 


Hollywood, John, Wrisozer for Debt, Walton. Adj Nov 19. Hime. ! 


Lpool, Jan 6 at 3. 
Humphries, Thos, Selly Oak, Worcester, Painter. Adj Dec 11, Guest. 
Birm, Jan 8 at 10, 
Hyam, Thos, liminster, Somerset, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 21. 
Chard, Jan4ati0. Paull, Ilminster. 
Jackson, Joseph, Garston, nr Lpool, Railway Signalman. Pet Dec 21. 
Hime. Lpool, Jan8 at 3. Etty, Lpool. 
James, Joseph, Upper Stunnall, Staffurd, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Dec 
21. Birm,Jan4ati2. Brevitt, Darlaston. 
Jeffreys, Win, Dudley, Worcester, Umbrella Maker. 
ker. Dudley, Jan tl at 12. Stokes, Dudley. 
Jevons, Hy, Bridgnorth, Salop, Grocer. Pet Dec 23. 


Dommet. 


Pet Dec 19. Wal- 


Hill. Birm,Jan 


13 at12, Backhouse, Bridgnorth. 

Johnson, Robt, Goole, York, out of business, Pet Dec 22. Porter. 
Howden, Jan7 ati2. kKhodes, Bradford. 

Kay, Emanuel, Bolton, Lancaster, Draper. Pet Dec 23. Holden, 


Bolton, Jan 20 at 10. Richardson & Co, Bolton, 
Lawton, Geo, Elland-cum-Greetland, Bookkeeper. Pet Jan 22. Leeds, 
Jan 4atli. Cronhelm, Halifax. 
hte By, Grimsby, Lincoln, Shipowner, Adj Dec 15. Leeds, Jan 13 
at 12. 


Liggett, Chas, Nottingham, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Dev 22, Pat- 
chitt. Nottingham, Jan 20 at 10,30. Heath, Nottingham. 

Longdon, David, Ystalyfera, Glamorgan, Diaper. Pet Dec 12, Wilde. 
Bristol, Jan6 at tl. Abbot & Leonard, Bristol. 

Macnar, Chas Stewart, Lyool, Bookkeeper. Pet Dec 21. 


Hime. 
Lpvo!, Jun 8 at 3. Etty, Lpoo'. 


Adj Dec 








———__ 
eS 


Miller, William, Plymouth, Devon, Baker. Pet Dec 22. Peareg, 
East Stonehouse, Jan9 at 11. Square, Plymouth. 

Minto, Luke, Hebbern-quay, Dnrham, Grocer. Pet Dec 16. Wawn, 
South Shields, Dec 31 at 11. Tyzack, South Shields. 

Parry. Robt Griffith, Chester, Provision Dealer. Pet Dec 21, Porter, 
Chester, Jan7 at 12. Cartwright, Chester. 


Price, Mary, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Clothier. Pet Dec 21, Hil}, 
Birm, Jan 4at12. Sanders, Kidderminster. — 

Rhodes, Stephen, Little Bolton, Lancaster, Joiner. Pet Dee 91, 
Holden. Bolton, Jan6 att. Hall & Rutter, Bolton. 

Sarvant, Levi, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Dec 15. Rankin, 


Halifax, Jan 15 at 10. 

Saundrey, Richd, St Ives, Cornwall, Grocer. Pet Dec 17. Borlase, 
Penzance, Dec 3latz. Hickens, St Ives. 

Scaife, Wm Sacker, Higher Tranmere, Chester, Comm Agent. Pet 
Dec 21. Wason. Birkenhead, Jan 8 at 2. Andersun, Birkenhead, 

Sheldrick, Sam!, Colchester, Essex, Baker, Fet Nov 19. Barnes, 
Colchester, Jan 16 at 12. 

Sherman, Wm, Manch, Commercial Traveller. Pet Dec 23, Kay, 
Manch, Jan 14 at 9.30. Robinson, Manch. 

Slater, Thos, Kingston-upon-Hull, Rope Maker. Pet Dec 29, 
Phillips. Kingston-upon-Hull, Jan 6 at il. Summers, Hull. 

Smecd, Hy, Northampton, French Polisher. Vet Dec 23, Dennis, 
Northampton, Jan¥ at 10. White, Northampton. 

Strickland, Jas, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Boot Maker. Pet Dec 23, 
Rawlins. Wimborne Minster, Jan 8 at ll. Tanner, Wimborne Min. 


ster, 

Talbot, John, Stratford-upon-Avon, Warwick, Butcher, Pet Dee 22, 
Birm, Jan Sat 12, Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Thomas, John, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj Dec 21. Lpool, Jang 





atll. 
Thrippleton, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Dee 15. Bradford, 
Jan 8 at 9.15, . : : 
Vaughan, Benj, Oaken Gates, Sulop, Licensed Victualler. Adj Dec 9, 
Newill, Wellington, Jan 15 at ll. 
| Walker, Clement, Altrincham, Chester, Butcher. Pet Dec 22. Southern, 
Altrincham, Jan 1! at 10. Richardson, Manch. 
Walker, Joseph, York, Coal Dealer. Pet Dec 22. 
Jan 11 at 10. Mann, York, 

Waplington, Nathaniel, Ironville, Derby, Labourer. 
Hubbertsy. Alfreton, Jan6 at 12. Jessop, Alfreton. 
White, Wm, jun, Alcester, Warwick, Grocer. Pet Dec 21. 

4 at 12. Reece & Harris, Birm. 
| White, Joseph, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Dec 16. Todor, 
Birm, Jan 12 at 11. Reed, Guildhall-chambers, Basingha)l-st. 
Whitelegg, Thos, Manch, Hatter. Pet Dec 21. Fardell, Manck, Jan 
5 at Jl, Reddish, Manch. 
| Yarrington, Steplien, Kidderminster, Worcester, Horse Hair Manu. 
facturer. Pet Dec 22. ‘Talbot. Kidderminster, Jan 9 at 1). 
Corbett, Kisderminster. 


Tvuespay, Dec. 29, 1868, 
To Surrender in London. 


Perkins. York, 


Pet Dec 19. 


Birm, Jan 


| Allen, Joseph, Schoolhouse-lane, Ratcliffe-cross, Stepney, Licensed 
Victuailer. Pet Dec 24. Jan 25 at 12, Michael, Gresham-bldgs, 
Basinghall-st. 


Biscombe, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London, 
Jau 14 at 2. 

Collins, John, Norfolk-st, Blackfriars, Contractor. 
25 at M1. 

Corb‘tt, Chas Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Dec 19. Pepys. Jan 
l4 atl. 


Adj Dec 17. Pepys 
Adj Dec 29, Jan 


Cordingley, Chas, King-st, West Hammersmith, Printer. Pet Dec 23, 
Roche. Jan 13at12. Gresham, Basinghall-st. 

Eymery, Jules, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Dec 17. 
Jan Id at 2. 

Fenlon, Jas, Commercial-pl, Lower-rd, Rotherhithe, Plumber. Pet 
Dec <3. Jau20at2. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Francis, Hy, Ebury-mews, East Eccleston-st, Pimlico, Comm Agent. 
Pet Dec 24. Roche. Jan 13 at 12, Bartlett, Chandos-st, West 
Strand, 

Gibbens, Wm Chas, Westgate, Canterbury, Shipowner. 
Roche. Jan 13 at1l2, Stocken & Jupp, Leadenhali-st. 

Hammer, Wm Hy, Heber-st, East Dulwich, Builder. 
Murray. Jun t3atl2. Howard, Poultry. 

Hyams, Barnet, Prisoner fur Debt, London. 
Jan 14 at 12. 

Livermore, Wm Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Dec 17, 
Pepys. Jan 14 at 2. 

Page. Wm Augustus, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Dec 21. Jan 
5 at 12, 

Pengilly, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Dec17, Pepys. Jan 
14 at 2. 


Pepys, 


Pet Dec 16. 
Pet Dec 23. 


Adj Dec 19. Pepys. 


Potter, John, Prisorer for ,Debt, London, Adj Dec 17. Pepys. Jan 
14 at 2, 

Revell, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj }Dec 17, Pepys. Jan l4 
t2 


at 2. 
Simpkins, Thos Sandy, Bedford, Ironmonger. Pet Dec 24. Murray. Jan 
at 2. Brown, Weaver’s-hall, Basinghall-st, 


Smart, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, Dondon. Adj Dec 19, Jan 25 at 11. 


Spicer, Jeremiah, Ashmore, Dorset, Farmer. Pet Dec 26, Jan 25 atl. 
Jones, New-inn, Strand. 
Solomon, Barnett, Holland-st, Kensington, Comm Agent. Pet Dec 24, 


Roche. Jan 13 at 12, Lewis, Chéapside. 
Tack, Chas, Vivian-rd, Roman-rd, Old Ford, Packing Case Maker. 
Pet Dec 22. Pepys. Jan l4at 12. Chalk, Moorgate-st. 


To Surrer.der in the Country, 
Ballantine, Chas, Accrington, Lancaster, Overlooker. 
Fardell. Manchk,Jan 11 at ll, Smith & Bover, Manch, 
Barrett, ‘hos, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj Dec 21. Lpool, Jan8 
at il, 
Bird, Thos Jones, Lpool, out of business. Pet Dec 24. Lpool, Jan 13 
at 12. Anderson, Birkenhead. 
Blansom, Jas, Pottersbury, Northampton, out of business. 
22, Sheppard. Lancaster, Jan 11 atio. 
Bowes, Geo, Gt Gonerby, Lincoln, Joiner. 
Grantham, Jan 13 at 11. 


Pet Dec 24, 


Pet Dec 
White, Northampton. 

Pet Dec 22, ‘Thompson. 
Boyall, Grantham. 
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Burke, Wm, setenee for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Dec 16. Hime, Lpoo! 
Hl at 12. 

quambers, Richd, Preston. Lancaster, Saddler. Pet Dec 23. Myres, 

ton, Jan 12.at 10. Rainford, Preston. 

Davies, John, Oswestry, Salop, Cabinet Maker. Pet Dec 24, Croxon, 
Oswertry, Jan 16 at 11. Hughes, Oswestry. 

Fielding. Jas, Manch, Auctioneer. Pet Dec 23. Fardell. Manch, Jan 
gat ll. Stead, Manch. 

Gardner, Stephen, Cinderford, Gloucester, Grocer. Pet Dec 12. 
Wilde. Bristol, Jan 1 (and not 12 as erroneously printed in Gazette 
of 22nd inst), at 11. Henderson & Salmon, Bristol. 

Gibson, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Dec 16. Hime. 
Lpool, Jan 11 at 12. 

Harrison, Win Rawson, Lpool, out of business. Pet Dec 24. Lpool, 
Jan8at ll. Etty, Lpool. 

flood, John Vernon, Lpool, Book-keeper. Pet Dec 19, Hime. Lpool, 
Jan Ilatl. Etty, Lpool. 

Hopper, John, sen, and John Hopper, jun, Gateshead, Durham, 
Miilers. Pet Dec 14. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jan 8 at 12. 
Harle & Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

fumphreys, Joseph, Brymho, Denbigh, Grocer. Pet Dec 26. Reid. 
Wrexham. Jan l5at il. Pugh, Wrexham. 

Jones, Benj, Abergavenny, Monmouth, Tailor. Pet Dec 18. Wilde. 
Bristo!, Jan 8atll. Jones, Abergavenny. 

Jones, Thos, Brierley-hill, Stafford, Wheelwright. Pet Dec 23. 
Harward, Stoubridge, Jan 11 at 10. Waldron. 

King, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Huntingdon. Adj Dec 18, Day. St 
Neot’s, Jan 9 at 1 

Llewellyn, Catherine, Newton, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet Dec 24. 
lewis. Bridgend, Jan9at1l!. Stockwood, Bridgend. 

Morton, Hy, and Chas Morton, Stanley-lane, nr Wakefield, York 
Joiners. Pet Dec 23. Mason. Wakefield, Jan 9at 11. Fernandes, 
Wakefield. 

Peakman, John, Lpool, Metal Merchant, Pet Dec8. Lpool, Jan 12 at 
li. Martin, Lpool. 

Plumpton, Thos, Warrington, Lancaster, Watch Maker. Pet Dec 21. 
Nicholson. Warrington, Jan 28. at 1, Nicholson & White, 
Warrington. 

Price, John, Newport, Monmouth, Builder. Pet Dec 17. Wilde. 
Bristol, Jan 8 at 11. Cathcart, Newport. 

Pyle, Edwd, Northwold, Norfotk, Cordwainer. Pet Dec 24. Clarke. 
Thetford, Jan 12 at 12. Nurse, King’s Lynn. 

Randall, Thos Lowday, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Painter, Pet Dec 23. 
Langley. Cardiff, Jan llatil, Raby, Cardiff. 

Smith, David, sen, Branston, Lincoln, out of business. Pei Dec 23. 
Uppleby. Lincoln, Jan 14at 10. Bromley, Lincoln. 

Stagg, Luke, Odcombe, Somerset, Baker. Pet Dec 22. Batten. 
Yeovil, Jan 8 at 3. Ellis, Sherbourne. 

Stiling, Thos, Pitminster, Somerset, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 28, Exeter. 
Jan9at 12. Trenchard & Walsh, Taunton, ‘ 


Taylor, Joseph, Walsail, Stafford, out of business. Pet Aug 24. , 


Birm, Jan 8 at 12. Burton, Birm. 

Thomas, Gwilym Davies, Treforest, Glamorgan, outof business. Pet 
Dec 22, Spickett. Pontypridd, Jan tl at 12. Thomas, Pontypridd, 

Westeott, Jas, jun, Kingston-upon-Hull, Smack Owner. Adj Dec 9. 
Lincoln, Jan 13 at 12. 

Whewill, Wm, Accrington, Lancaster, Heald Knitter. Adj Dec 16. 
Woodcock. Haslingden» Jan 12 at 12. 

Whittem, Christopher, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. Pet Dec 17. 
Hill. Birm, Jan 13at 12. Davis, Coventry. 

Williams, Miles, Gilvachgoch, Glamorgan, Colliery Labourer. Pet Dec 
4. Lewis. Bridgend, Jan 9 at 11. Thomas, Pontypridd. 

Williams, Jas, Longton, Stafford, out of business. Pet Dec 21. Keary. 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Jan 9 at 11. Ward, Longton. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Friday, Dec 25, 1868. 


Bell, Hy, Cumberland-st, Pimlico, Tobacconist. Dec 22. 
Holmes, Tuos, Tranmere, Chester, Architect. Dec 15. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 


Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
rm ;— 


ProrosaL ror LoaAN oN MORTGAGES, 
Date...... 
Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 
Amount required £ 
Time and mode of repayment (i.¢., whether for a term certain, or by 
annualor other poyments) 
_ Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
tinge , stale the net annual income). 
State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 
By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


LBION SNELL’'S 25s. OFFICE WATCH, 

equal in appearance, accuracy, and durability, to any Watch at 

five times the cost. A written guarantee and twelve months’ trial 

allowed.—ALBion Snett, Watchmaker and Jeweller, 114, Higk Hol- 
born, W.C, Established 1848. 


T° SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
4 _ will find the best-made article lower than anyother house, List 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
tablished nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 

















THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 and 1867. 


| Aafroyid requisite under the above Acts supplied on 
_4 the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
speedily printedin the prcper form for registration and distribution. 
SHARE CERTIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS 
designed and executed. No charge for sketches. 

Companies Fee Stamps. 


ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers,. Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &e., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn) 





By Ropal Command. 
METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 
JOSEPH GILLOTT, 


Respectfully directs ihe attention of the Commercial Public, and of all 
who use 
STEEL PENS, 
of the incomparsble excellence of his productions, which for Qvatity 
of MaTERIas, Fusy Action, and Great Derasitiry, wiil ensure universal 
preference. 
THEY C4N BE OBTAINED, RETAIL, OF EVERY DEALER IN 
THE WORLD. 
Wholesale at the Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; and at the Branch 
= 91, John-street, New York ; and 37, Gracechurch-street, 
cnden, 





ILLS of COMPLAINT, ANSWERS, APPEALS, 
MINUTES, and all Law Printing, executed with promptitude 
and at moderate charges by 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law Printers, 
7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, London. 


Ysees AND ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, 


7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, B.C. 


Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills ot Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 

Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 

Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coate 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King’s. 
£a d. £ s. ad. £8. @. 
Tabie Forks, perdoz...... 110 Oand! 18 240 210 0 
Dessert ditto .......e00.. 1 0 Oandl 10 112 0 115 » 
Table Spoons ....... 110 Oandl 18 240 2100 
Dessertditto ......0..5.. 1 0 Oand1 10 112 0 115 0 
Jea Spoons .....esee000.. 012 OandO 18 '20 1506 
Every Article forthe Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon tor- 
wardedon rece of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 


= LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 83. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen, Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
ls, 6d, setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been ccievrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, I4s., lis., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and Forks,8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmor- 
gery, &. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices fer which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


per rail. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 
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In cne volume, crown §vo, price 3s. 
TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Kicha rd Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, of Lin- 
coln’ s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
London : 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


‘| HE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some 

account of its History and Development in the Decisions of the 
Courts of Law and Equity. By EDWARD LLOYD, Esq., of Lincoln's- 
inn, Barrister-at-Law, London, 

*¢ 1 am indebted to the very valuable little publication of Mr. Lloyd, 
who has collected all the authorities on this sudject.”—V. C. Woop in 
“ McAndrew v. Bassett,” March 4. 

Office, 59, Carey-street, W.C. 
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LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, EC. 








Trustees. 





THE RIGHT HON, THE LORD CHANCELLOR. 

THE RIGHT HON. SIR W. BOVILL, Lord Chief Justice, C.P. 
THE RIGHT IION. SIR EDWARD VAUGHAN WILLIAMS. 

THE RIGHT HON, SIR WILLIAM PAGE WOOD, Lord Justice. | 











THE HON. SIR GEORGE ROSE. 
THOMAS WEBB GREENE, Esq., Q.C. 

JOUN OSBORNE, Esq., Q.C, 

EDWARD SMITH BIGG, Esq. 

ROBERT BAYLY FOLLETT, Esq., Taxing Master in Chancery, 





Existing Assurances .......... £3,924,000 
Reversionary Bonus thereon ..- 
Annual Income .............5 


539,000 
200,000 





FINANCIAL POSITION ON Ist JANUARY, 1868. 






Invested Funds .............- 
Share Capital, fully subscribed 
Claims and Bonus paid........ 


£1,520,000 
1,000,000 
1,550,000 








WHOLE-WORLD Policies granted for a single extra payment of 10s. per £100, where no Special Liability to Foreign 





Residence then exists. Policies on Lives of full age when Assured, confer, after Five years’ existence, without incurring extra 
eharge for Foreign Licence, the right of UNRESTRICTED RESIDENCE in any part of the World. Ordinary Policies allow, from the 
date of issue, residence in any part distant more than 33 degrees from the Equator. ~ 


NINE-TENTHS of the total Profits divisible every Five years amongst the Assured. A valuable provision for Policies 


beoming Claims between two divisions. 


Very moderate Non-Bonus Premiums. 


The GENERAL CONDITIONS of Assurance printed thereon are specially framed to secure to Policies of the Society, when 


once issued, absolute freedom from all liability to future question. 


LOANS are granted on Life Interests and Reversions. 





. 


E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager, 














i ity AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY, 
No. 18, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 

NOTICE is hereby Given, that the DIVIDEND upon the Capital of 
this Socicty, for the year ending Dec. 31, 1868, at the rate of Eighi 
Shillings and Sixpence per Share, clear of income tax, will be PAYABLE 
to the Proprietors daily, on and after the 21st day of January inst. 

By order of the Board of Directors, 

T. B. SPRAGUE, Actuary and Secretary. 


AGRA BANK (LIMITED), 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
BANKERS, 
Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND, 


Buaxcues in Edinburgh, Caleutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 


Jan. 1, 1869. 


T HE 





Congest Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary wiih London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Derosits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
At4 ditto ditto 6 ditto ditto. 

At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto, 


Excerrionan Ratvys for longer periods than twelve months, particulars 
of which may be obtainec on application, 


Bix1s issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
or collection, 

Saves any Puncnases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and ioans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency 
Eritish and Indian, transacted, 

J, THOMSON, Chairman, 





bye INVESTMEN'T'S.—THE CEYLON 
COMPANY (LIMITED) are prepared to effect Investments on 
Mortgage in Ceylon and Mauritius, with or without their guarantee, as 
Yoay be desired, Por further particulars application to be made at the 
office of the Company, Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-strect, Londor. 

by order, 
K, A. CAMERON, Secretary. 








yo at 5, 53, and 6 per Cent. CEYLON 

COMPANY (LIMITED). Subscribed Capital, £750,000, 

The Directors are prepared to issue Debentures on the following terms, 
viz,:—For one year at 5 per cent., fur 3 years at 54, and for 5 years and 
npwards at 6 per cent. per annum. Interest payable half-yearly by 
cheque or by coupon attached to the bond, as may be desired. 

Applications for particulars to be made at tho oflice of the Company, 
Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-street, London, 

By order, 
R. A. CAMERON, Secretary, 


Ks COLLEGE, London, LEGAL SECTION. 








Eastcr Term will commence on January 21st. 

Elementary Lectures on Law.—Fee, £2 2s. a term, 

Lectures in preparation for the Law Examinations of the London 
University.—Fee, £4 4s. a term. 

Catechetical Instruction and Lectures for Articled Clerks.—&3 35, 
a term, &c. 

Certificates of merit granted to those who pass satisfactory ex- 
aminations, 

Yor further particulars apply to J. W. Cunninenam, Esq., at the 
Colleg e. 





K! NG | 


Heap Mastren—The Rev, E. BARTRUM, M.A. 


THERE ARE FOUR EXHIBITIONS 
At this School, each of the annual value of £60, and each tenable for four 
ears at any College, Hospital, or Institution approved by the visitor. 
They are available to Medical and other Professional Students, as well 
as to those proceeding to the Universities, 


The School re-opens on Monday, January 22, 


EDWARD VI’s SCHOOL, 
GREAT BERKHAMSTED, HERTS, 
26 miles from London on L, & N, W. R. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 


No, 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


Se! GREEN (many yearswith the late George 


Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &., 
and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of ad 
ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 
File of * London Gazette ” kept for reference, 


——— 






















